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B BROUGHT TO THE TEST: 
/ | OR 

JESUS CHRIST PROVED 

| | | us BE EITHER THE | 

"ADORABLE GOD, 

. OR A | 
NOTORIOUS IMPOSTO R: 
on . 

SERIES OF LETTERS 


| 10 THE 
REVEREND DOCTOR PRIESTLEY. 


| IN WHICH IT APPEARS, 

That if Jesus CHRIST is not a Divine Perſon, the Mo- 
hammedan is, in all Reſpects, preferable to the Chriſtian 
Religion, and the Koran a better Book than the Bible. 


If the Lord be God, follow him; but if Baal, then follow _ 
him. 1 Kings xvii. 21. 
„ Nay, really, as far as IJ have looked into the Mohammedan reli- 
«© gion, I muſt needs own, that it is a ſcheme more fate than the 
« Chriſtian, if Chriſt is not God. That perſon never called him- 
„ ſelf more than a great prophet, He takes no titles in common 
«« with the ſupreme Being; and therefore his followers are under 
4 no temptation to believe him a God, becauſe he never called 
% himſelf ſo; but with us there are many paſlages that muſt be a 
6 ages N if they do not reveal Chriſt to be the great object of 
6% our faith.“ f | 


| Bradbury's Myſtery of Godlineſs, Vol. 1. pages 410, 411, Edit. 1726. 


By JOHN MACGOWAN, 
Author of DEATH, a Viston, and Familiar Epiſtles to 
the Reverend Doctor PrIESTLEY, &c. | 
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: TO THE. 
is. JOSEPH PRIESTLEY, LL FRY 


1 L 


4 


TT. 


* 


REVEREND Sts, | 


A ANY months are now elapſed, fince 1 

1 did myſelf the honour, of tranſmitting to 
you nine familiar Epiſtles, written according to. 
the humour *, which happened then to be regent 
in my fancy. But alas, had I been as impatient. 
for your anſwer, as Mr. Enfield is ſaid to have 
been, on a ſimilar occaſion, I might by this time, 
through a tedious diſappointment, have been re- 
duced to a ſtate of, either death or inſanity. Bur. 
although I have had the mortification to receive no 
anſwer, I cannot prevail with myſelf to decline. 
the pleaſure of writing to you again, how much 
ſoever you may be aſhamed of your connections 
with ſuch an abſurd writer. Eſpecially as you. 
perſiſt in your reſolution to vilify the perſon of 
my only Loxp and Saviour; to diveſt him of 
his Godhead, without which nothing can render 
him amiable and lovely in the eye of an awakened 
ſinner. Beſides, I conſider myſelf as bound to a 


Humour which then happened to be regent, &c, In the 
letters referred, the Author was of opinion, that the weakneſs, 
abſurdity and contradiction, joined with a ſpirit of oſtentation, 
obvious in Dr. Prieſtley's religious pamphlets, were more 
proper ſubjects of ridicule, than of ſerious diſguiſition : He 
- therefore refers here to the manner, or form, not to the matter 


or ſubſtance of thoſe letters. : | 
B further 


al 


12 ] 


further correſponderice with you, from a paſſage 
near the end of my fifth letter in the former 


Becket; intimating my reſolution. to addreſs you 
again, whenever you ſhould fee meet again openly 
to write againſt the doctrine of CHRIST's Divinity. 


Tou have now, Sir, furnifhed the occaſion, and 


virtually called upon me to reſume my pen, ac- 
cording to promiſe, by the publication of your 


Appeal to the ſerious and candid profeſſors of Chri- 
. ftianity;” and your © Familiar illuſtration of certain 


Paſſages of ſcripture.” When the above pamphlets 
e came abroad, I paid little regard to then, 


ſteing they were anonymous 3 but they being now 


aſtertained, the produckions of your intrepid pen, 
Fhave thought p 1 to peruſe them with atten- 
tion, and to affitriadvert upon them after my o.]n 
manner; a manner with which, by this time, you 


are in ſome meaſure acquaintd. 


II do not mean to give you a regular anſwer, to 


the pamphlets in queſtion; no, Sir, I leave regu- 
Ir ahſwers to regular, thinking people, who can 
Wave patience and leiſure to follow you ftom page 
to page, and from line to line; I ſhall at preſent 
fey myſelf wich attending to one fingle article, 
Tux Divintry or CunIs T,“ concerning which, 
we Uiffer as widely as poſfiblGee. 
In peruſing your penny Appeal, I was amaz- 
ingly ſtruck, with the force and' propriety of the 
concluding” paragraph, in article firrh, which 
miſttates againſt the divinity of IMMANUEL ; and 


which 1 think roper here to tranſcribe ; notwith- 


ſtanding it wilt give you ſome reaſon to conclude, 
that I begin at the wrong end of my work, which 
ow know ſome people can do and make nothing 
fit. The great Creed of the Mahometans 
fay you is, that 7here is One God, and Mahomet is 


his. Prophet. Now that Mahomet is not the pro- 


* 
1 * — 8 
EEE” * 


phet 


* 


het of God, it is to be hoped, they may, in time, 
e made to believe; but we muſt not expect, that 
they will fo eaſily give up their faith in the unity | 
oo TE R 
Being engaged in the ſame great work of Re- 
formation with yourſelf, and wiſhing to ſee true 
and undefiled Religion diffuſing itſelf from ſea to 
ſea, from the river even to the ends of the earth ; 
I have thought of a coalition of the Mohamme- 
dan and Chriſtian Religions, as the moſt feaſible 
ſcheme. Therefore I altered the Mohammedan 
Creed, and read it thus. There is but Owe 
Gop, and Jesvs is his Prophet.” This, Sir, is 
admirably adapted to the rational ſcheme, and 
may well be called the Socinian's Creed; between 
which, and that of the Mohammedans, there is 
but barely the difference of one ſy llable, and that 
too not very material, on your ſuppoſition, that 
both Jeſus and Mohammed are but men like our- 
ſelyves. You know, Sir, it is a matter of vaſtly 
momentous controverſy, which of two perſons, 
by nature on an exact level with each other, and 
with ourſelves alſo, ſhall be by us, exalted to pre- 
eminence, according as they fhall ſeverally appear 
to be entitled, by their Doctrines, and their Las 
bours,” to promote the good of mahkind. The 
queſtion then will be, Whether the Mohammedans 
fall receive the prophet Jesus, who is but 4 man 
like themſelves; or Rational Chriſtians ſhall receive 
the prophet. Mohammed, who is alſo. a man like 
themſelves, and as they allow, a man of the firſt, 
artainments ? The ſolution of this important Queſ- 
tion ſhall be the ſubject matter of the followin 
Epiſtles, which I hope will furniſh you with ty 
or three hours precious entertainment. 
But before 1 proceed to this ſolution, you will 
pleaſe to give me leave to lay a ſuitable founda- 


. 


. 45 


| i 4 } 1 5 8 
tion, for the coalition of parties, which I have pro- 
oſed between Mohammedans and rational Chri- 
. by pointing out their eſſential agreement, 
reſpecting the perſon and offices of Ixsus CHRIST. 
For if we can but find, that there is nd eſſential 
difference between the Mohammedans and rational 
Chriſtians, reſpecting his perſon; names, circum- 
ſtantials, and ſuch leſſer matters, may the ſooner 
be got over. So that if we ſucceed, the eaſtern 
=; may either become rational Chriſtians, or 
what you call the rational part of the weftern 
world may become Mohammedans. Which of the 
two ſhall be the event, is not very material : the 
difference appearing, either very\trivial, or the 
advantage greatly on the ſide of the Arabic pro- 
Phet, as perhaps the ſequel may diſcover. _ 
In your converſion of the Mohammedans, to 
rational Chriſtianity, it will not be neceſſary 
that they ſhould give up their faith in the Unity 
of Gon; their faith in this article, being iden- 
tically the ſame with your own, as will appear on 
the compariſon. Were we even to attempt their 
conyerſion to real Chriſtianity, they needed not ta 
part with their belief of the Unity of the divine 
flence, only to adopt the Trinity, into their 
- Faith in the Unity of Gop; as the oppoſite of 
Unity in this ſenſe, was never received by rea 
Chriſtians in any age, not even by the Athanaſi- 
ans themſelves. No, Sir, it is only a ſlander 
raiſed againſt them, by Gentlemen of learning, of 
®natural virtue, and of rational religion; who, to 
ſerye a turn, will not ſcruple to bely, even their 
moſt conſciencious neighbours. Witneſs the reye- 
rend Dr. Prieſtley's writings ; eſpecially his Effay | 


on Church Diſcipline.“ 


Jo prove my aſſertion, that Mohammed's faith, 
, an@ chat of Dr. Prieſtley, are identically the ſame, 


reſpecting 


Page 17. 


5 
reſpecting the unity of Gop, permit me, Sir, to 
quote your on words, a little deſcant upon them, 
and then quote the words of the great Prophet 
of Arabia. You ſay *, Ho is it poſſible that 
three Perſons, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 
mould be ſeparately, each of them, poſſeſſed of 
all divine perfections, ſo as to be true, very, and 
eternal Gop, and yet that there ſhould be but one 
God? A truth which is fo clearly and fully re- 
yealed; that it is not poſſible for men to refuſe 
their aſſent to it, or elſe it would, no doubt, have 
been long ago expunged from our Creed, as utterly ir- 
recontileable with the more favaurite dofirine of the 
Trinity. A term not to be found in Scriptures. 
Things above our reaſon may, for any thing that 
we know to the contrary, be true; but things ex- 
preſsly contrary to our reaſon, as that three ſhould 
= neon one three, can never appear to us to 

o.“ e e E 1 | 
That the term Tx1n1TY is not literally to be 
found in Scripture is allowed; but the ſame may 
be ſaid of the characters, Rational Chriſtians," 
or Rational Diſſenters;“ alſo of that favourite 
phraſe of yours, Jzsus CurisT is only a man 
like ourſelves;“ and many other phraſes, which 
paſs current enough with you, as well as with 
your neighbours. However, Sir, although it 
muſt be granted, the term TRINITv is not in the 
Bible, it muſt at the ſame time be owned, that 
the thing intended by it, is found therein, whilſt 
that paſſage ſo adverſe to yours, and the Moham- 
medan ſcheme, ſtands ſo firm, after all the lauda- 
ble efforts of rational religion have, in vain, been 
exerted for its eradication, I meant — There 
are THREE that bear record in Heaven, the Fa- 
TER, the WorD,” and the HoLy Ghost, and 
mee” Tien are Ons, 7 95 0100197 0h HOO 
Appeal, pag. 16, 17. + 1 Johnv. 7. 


- 


\ 
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A 07 ve: WER IETAP ANIM 
That this is above reaſon, to me does not very 
clearly appear; and that it is contrary to reaſon, 

as you are * to aſſert, is an affront offered 
to the ſoundeſt maxims of philoſophy. That it is 
not above. reaſon to allow, that three different 
Principles may be requiſite to conſtitute One in- 
telligent Agent, I hope Dr. Prieſtley himſelf is a 
_ hving witneſs. | You will permit me to obſerve, 
that, notwithſtanding your vaſt capacity, you are 
an animal, formed of the earth like other crea- 
tures. The word animal you know is compound, 
and ſuppoſeth two principles, exiſting in the ſub- 
ject to which it is applied. For inſtance, a rea- 
ure is a creature, whether it be dead or alive; 
ut it is not an animal unleſs, it be alive: Here is 
1 1 one principle, acting upon another, to 


„ 


err 


ton Prieſtleys, but One Rational Diſſenting Mi- 
niſter, or One Doctor Prieſtley, Shs lc 
The light of the ſun which ſhines around me, 
affects only my eyes, and is therefore very diſtinct 
from the heat of that ſplendid luminary, which 
warms my whole body. This obſervation led me 
to examine the ſky, to ſee if there were 5 two 
| 55 : - fern lun; 


\ 


Þ 7) ] 
ſuns; one, conſiſting only of het, and the other 
only of light. But I have not as yet found any, be- 
ſides the old faſhioned Sun, compoled of light, and 
heat; To principles *, but One natural Luminary. 
Even that little bit df fire, which falls to the ſhare 
of ſome Authors, in the coldeſt days of winter, 
diſcovers three ſometbing , which: ſeem eſſential to 
its very being. There is Light, Heat, and Mo- 
tion; without which, I believe, you never ſaw a 
fire kindled in your ſtudy. The light is very, dif- 
ferent from the heat, the heat from the light; 
and both are diſtinct from that motion diſcerni- 
ble in the fire. And yet this are not on:thisiac- 
count three fires, but one "(71 6; 
Now, Sir, that an ingots} or hat is much 
— jame in your ſenſe, an Orthodox Diſſenter, 
ſhould aſſert, that three diſtinct principles cannot 
exiſt; in one intelligent being. is no more than 
might be expected from their abſurdity. But that 
2 Rational Diſſenter, ſuch an adept in philo@aphy 
as yourſelf, ſhould aſſert, that the truth can 
in that propoſition is contrary to reaſon, is U fo 
<eaſily*to be accounted for: efpecially as yaunre 
a living proof of it in your own proper perſon i- 
Indeed Doctor, whilſt: 1 ſelFou: and myſelf; 
conſiſting of foul, body, and ſpirit. you muſk per- 
mit me to deem it rationalito (btlieve, that the 
Gopn Ea may ſubſiſt in F ATH apoE andi 
5 Ws n nd; ein 50 3 a "3 IR >” 
[* By: principle, the Author ! not views that from which 
ade ſan K its exiſtence 5 but that which is eſſegtial tom its 


exiſtence. 

Principles in phylls, or of a natural bocy, 1s ſomething 
that contributes to ch eflence of a body or Whereef a na- 
tural body is primarily con ſtituted. Trenlerns Didionaty. 


h authority, I preſume, wilt 5 the obſervation 
igmediately e Ne the fire.” 2713 


od 


5 213 io bas 
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 Gmnosr . — But if you aſk, how theſe THREE 
are Oux, and this Oxx is THREE? I muſt beg 
to be excuſed from giving you a poſitive an- 
ſwer, till you ſhall have favoured me with an ex- 
act account of your own ſubſiſtence in ſoul, body 
and fpirit : How far theſe principles in your own 
frame are diſtinct from one another, and after 
what manner they are united together. I verily 
think we ought to explain our own eſſence, before 


we attempt to explain that of our Maker. But, 


that you may not think I want to evade any ne- 
ceſſary enquiry, I hereby give it you under my 


hand, that the moment you ſhall have explained 
to me, in a ſatisfactory manner, the phenomena 


of the Sun, of the Fire, and of the human Na- 

ture, I ſhall join you, in ſtudying to comprehend 

the Incomprehenſible, and of finding out the Al- 

mighty to perfection: a taſk, believe me, in which 

few beſides ourſelves ever hoped-for ſucceſs ; - but 

what may not the vigilant exertion of our rational 
ers be able to accompliſh? - | 


However, Sir, although you differ from all the 5 
reformed Churches, as well as from Chriſt and all 
les, you have the happineſs of perfectly 


his Apoſt 
agreein 9 with Mohammed the great prophet of 
the Tu 


iſh Church, and head of all Muſſulmen; 
as you will ſee by turning to the Koran, chap. cxii. 


«'God'is One God; the Eternal God; be begetteth 
« mot, neither is be begotten ; and there is not any 
«© he unte him. No man could expreſs the ſenſe 

of Socinians in à more agreeable and maſterly 
* No more is aimed at here than to ſhew, that, among crea- 
tures,..many may be pointed out, whoſe. very being depends 


upon the union of diſtin principles: The Author, invaria- 
bly co 


nſidering all attempts to explain the myſtery of God, 
and of the Father, and of Chriſt, as daring and impious. 
What is ſeen may be defined in time; what is unſeen, muſt be 
left to eternity to unfold, at 
: N ge manner, 


| '©9 ] : 
manner, than this ſame Arabian r as it 
follows immediately has done, in his anſwer to 
the Koreiſn. You and this great prophet are 
perfectly agreed, that Gop- is One in perſon 
as well as in eſſence.“ The Chriſtian Church 
has indeed in all ages been of a different opinion 
from Mohammed, | believing in the o BEGOT= 
TEN of the FArnER full of grace and truth; 
and has thought that he could beget only his own 
image. Mohammed is in my opinion, however, 
rather more conſiſtent than yourſelf, as he entirely 
excludes begetting in Gop, becauſe, as he 
ſays, there is none like unto him : but you allow 
| of begetting, and that, what is begotten of him, 
is the very image of his perfections; and at the 
ſame time, is but a man like ourſelves. Of the 
two, commend me always to the moſt conſiſtent, 
as the moſt rational, and fit to be followed. 15 
It is now time, to ſhew your agreement with - 
the ſame prophet, reſpecting the perſon of Jeſus 
of Nazareth; but I beg leave to poſtpone it till 
J have the pleaſure, and honour of writing to you 
again; which ſhall be as ſoon as I think you have 
Ruy digeſted his. | 


I am, Rev. Sir, 
| 175 Jour moſt humble Servant, 


J. MACGOWAN. 
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a T is Beyond a doubt, that Pape dre ifered 
" greatly 15 their opinions, reſpecting the per- 
| jo Jes Chriſt, © Some have taken him to be 
Th it, the Son of the Living God, with Peter 
and the Diſci les; to be Immanuel, God with us, 
or God manifeſted -in the, fleſh, with" Iſaiah, and 
the apoſtle Paul; even to be the Child born, the 
O00 Bret Who! is the mighty God, the everlaſt- 
Father. But on the other hand, he was by a 
bh erent ſer of men thought to be, but a mere 
man lite ourſelves ; one that had no er, nor au- 
| thority, but what was derived. Of this opinion 
| were the Scribes, Phiriſces; Per; Herod, 
ontius Pilate, and Mohammed : of this opinion 
are Doctor Prieſtley, Mr. Graham,” and” al their 
* Arian and Socinian brethrenn. 
That you, Sir, differ from all the confeſfions 
ever hade 9 7 the teformed Churches, whether 
Lutheran, or Calviniſtic, reſpecting the perſon of 
Jeſus of Nazareth, is matter of your conſolation, 
glorying and boaſting. My buſineſs in this Let- 
ter, ſhall be to fufnih you with greater grounds 
of boaſting; by ſnew ing the amazing affinity be- 
tween your ſentiments, and thoſe of the prophetic 
Arabian, after whoſe doctrine, almoſt all the eaſt- 
ern world has wondered for the ſpace of ſix hun- 
dred years and upwards. After ſuch a feather 
added to the plumage of your cap, Will you ever 
in future, aſſert, ** that you are aſhamed of your 
connections with that abſurd Shaver ?” 
To have ſuch a colleague, as the great Mobam- 
med, muſt no doubt yield you the higheſt ſatisfac- 
tion and moſt — delight; provided we can 
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but wake, clear your title to ſuch a dignity ; 3 dig 
nity ,whigh; undoubtedly muſt, add a luſtre to the 
name of rational diſſenter, already ſo honourable 
with the thinking and wiſe. Therefore I ſhall en- 
deayour, in this epiſtle to point out the owe; 
xxss of Mobammedaniſin, and what is by you, and 
your friends called Rational Religion. 
: You know, Sir, the leading principle of bath 
religions, on the point before us, reſpecting Jeſus 
of Nazareth is, That be is but a man like our- 
 ſelves,;” or,,as in ſome places you expreſs it more 
emphatically, ** 4 man, in all reſpects, like our- 
ſelves ;” by which ſome would think, that even 
fin. itſelf is not excepted ; for were that to be ex- 
cepted, heEquld not be in all reſpects like our- 
ſelves; unleſs, indeed, it could bo proved that 
we are. not. ſinners, and this perhaps might be at- 
tended with ſome degree of difficulty). | 
J To inveſtigate a ſubject of this Importance re- 
Jes ſome degree of method and perſpicuity. 
We {hall, therefore begin with that poſition of 
yours, viz. That Jeſus Chriſt is not God, nor 
equal to God in any ſenſe,” always keeping in our 
view Jop entire agreement with the prophet Mo- 
 hammed,, That wonderful man expreſsly declares, 
that „they are infigels, who fay, verily God is 
Chriſt the Son of Mary.“ And again, + The 
Chriſtians ſay CHriſt 5 Son of Cod. May God 
reſiſt hem. How are they infatuated ? ?” Surely, 
Doctor, no man co d better haye expreſſed your 
ſentiments, than Ae, Mohammed. has done. 
Your whole buſineſs, for years paſt, has been to 
oppoſe thoſe who belic ve in Chriſt, as God over 
all bleſſed forevermore. With the Turkiſh. pro- 
phet, you have not only charged all the Athana - 
ſians with infidelity, but even with idolatry. 1 


Our 


* Kor, ch. v. p. 133. + Ch. ix 244. 
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Our Archbiſhops and Biſhops are all fworn A- 
thanaſians, and therefore according to you Idola- 
ters, and according to Mohammed Infidels. This, 
Sir, is a ſpecimen. of your charity and candour, 
and muſt greatly tend to recommend rational 
Chriſtianity, if opprobrious names are deemed the 
Airteft arrows of conviction, and abuſe: the moſt 
proper method of manifeſting our candour. Mo- 
hammed well knew, that the perſon who ſhould 

be owned the only begotten Son of Gop, muſt be 
in all reſpects the only true and living God; on 
Which account he conſiders it as infidelity and 
blaſphemy to call Jeſus by that name, Sow or 
God. Ia this, therefore, he diſcovers more pru- 
dence than yourſelf, for, as I obſeryed towards 
the cloſe of my laſt, you own him to be the Sow 
or Gop, and notwithſtanding will have him to be 
no more than a man like yourſelf, forgetting the 
true character of the Child born, the Son given. 
That Mohammed then ſhould deem the Chriſtians 
infidels, for calling Jeſus the Son of Gop, is not 
half fo ſtrange as your charging us with Idolatry, 
becauſe we * the Son, even as we honour 

the FaTHer. . 8 

Making mention of the Sow of 'Gop, brings to 
my mind a ſaying of yours“, where you addreſs 
the people thus, You have been taught to be- 
hieve, that Jeſus Chriſt, whoſe proper title is the 
Son of Man, as well as the Son of God, was not 
Man, but very and eternal God himſelf.” I free- 
ly confeſs, that we have been taught to believe 
in him as the true Gop and eternal life; but then, 
Sir, we have been taught to believe in him as Man 
alſo: therefore you have here done great injuſtice 
to our teachers, and ought to retract your aſſer- 
tion, if you wiſh to ſupport your reputation for 


1 
as 


[ 13 ] 

probity; unleſs, indeed, you can vindicate it, and 
emonſtate, that we have actually been taught to 
believe, that Jeſus is not a Man of the ſeed of Da- 
vid after the fleſh. 4 
Having had the felicity to point out the one-ne/7 
of the Mohammedan, with the rational faith of 
Socinians, reſpecting the perſon of Jeſus of Na- 
Zareth, we may now enquire how far you and that 
celebrated prophet are agreed, reſpecting his work 
and miſſion. The words of the Koran are very 
expreſſive, and analogous to your own abſurd 
Foſter. „O Mary; verily, Gop ſendeth thee 
good tidings, that thou ſhalt bear the worp ꝗ pro- 
ceeding from himſelf; his name ſhall be Carisr 
Irsus the Son of Mary ; honourable in this 
world, and in the world to come, and one of thoſe 
who approach near to the preſence of God,—and 
he hall be righteous ;—Gop ſhall teach him the 
Scriptures wn Wiſdom, the Law and the Goſpel, 
and ſhall appoint him his Apoſtle to the Children 
of Iſtael; and he ſhall ſay, verily, I come to you 
with a ſign from the Loxp; for I will perform 
miracles by the permiſſion of God : I will heal him 
that hath been blind from his birth, and the leper; 
and I will raiſe the dead by the permiſſion of Gop. 

I come to confirm the law which was revealed be- 
fore me, and to allow unto you as lawful, part of 
that which hath been forbidden you—Therefore 
fear Gop and obey me. Verily, Gop is my Loxn 
and your Lox ; therefore ſerve him.“ The pro- 
_ Mohammed, in all this deſcription of Jeſus, 
ath rationally taken care to prevent his followers 
conſidering him as Gop; the better to prevent 


» Chap. 3. page 6 
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I + Dr, P. ſays, Chriſt is called the Word of God, on ac- 
count of his being in a more eminent manner commiſſioned 
to declare the will of God, * , | 


which, 


1 | | | 5 

| 114 = Tg 
which, he aſcribes all his miracles to the permiſ- 
fion of God, as is obſerved by his judicious Com- 
C;öͤ;õ;Ü¹—ͥ hm ⁵ĩðVz wo... 
The Fhariſees and Scribes were alſo of opinion, 
that Jeſus was a teacher ſent from God; 3 
upon, good grounds, that, no man could do thoſe 
Works he Jig, unleſs Gov were with him to give 
him power to work ſuch miracles ; perfectly agree- 
ing with Mohammed's notion, that Jeſus wrought 
all his miracles by a Divine permiſſion.” 


* 


— 


* 
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- Opinion, that the whole of rational faith conſiſts, 
in believing in CHRIST as a teacher ſent from Gop, 


commiſſioned to work miracles, and to publiſh the 


pew law called the; Goſpel z, that is, 1o. to mode- 
rate the old law, as to render the way: of Salva- 
tion practicable and caſy,, You ſay f. Chriſt 


being appointed the King and Judge of men, has 
powers given to him adapted to thoſe offices, eſpe- 
di 


ally the Knowledge of the human heart, and the 
Prerogative of declaring the forgiveneſs of ſin, 
which always accompanies regal authority; but 
being affiſted by Divine wiſdom and diſcernment, 
as well as by Divine power in the exerciſe of this 
high office ; it is, in effect, the ſame thing, as the 


judgment and mercy of Gop diſplayed by the in- 
ſtrumentality of Jeſus Chriſt “ 
Io this agree the words of Mohammed }, 
6 Jeſus is no other than a ſervant, favoured. with 
the gift of prophecy, appointed for an example 


to the children of ISRAEL; and he ſhall be a ſign 


e e in 


— 


of the approach of the laſt hour.” Here Jeſus is 


a ſervant, conſequently commiſſioned, of Goo: 


favoured with the gift of prochecy ; therefore, as 
you ſay, had communications from God, appointed 
2 f 723 5 I a ; 7 >; | 0 | 1 4 14 23 

* Koran, pag. 64, Lett. :: 
+ Familiar 1lluſt, pag. 22. 1 Kor. 360. 
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as an eminent example to IsRAEL, being eammiſ- 
ſioned to declare the will of God. So far, then, 
there is a perfect agreement between you 
and the great prophet of the Muſſulmen; as 
you may ſee in the foregoing quotation from 
All Koran. t pr! | 


Orthodox Chriſtians in every place, and in eve- 
ry age, have, indeed, embraced the Redeemer of 
mankind, as the bleſſed IMd MANUEL, Gop mani- 
feſt in the fleſn. But the reſpectable Phariſees, 
Scribes, and Doctors of old, the Mohammedans, 
the Socinians and Arians, are all united in oppo- 
ſition to his proper and perſonal Deity, even when 
they acknowledge him a Teacher ſent from Gon, 
and performing works peculiar to himſelf. 
Once more, reverend Sir, Mohammed and you 
are perfectly agreed, reſpecting the ignorance of 
Chriſt, as to the day of Judgment. Tou ſay *,- 
* Notwithſtanding the Divine communications 
with which our Lord was favoured, ſome things, 
are expreſsly faid to be withheld from him. For: 
he himſelf, ſpeaking of his ſecond coming, ſays, 
Mark xin. 32. Bur of that day and hour knowerh, 
no man, no, not the Angels which are in Heaven, 
neither the Son, but the Father.“ The Orthodox, 
to be ſure, have always underſtood our bleſſed 
Lord as ſpeaking here of his human nature only; 
and not without ground ſuppoſe, that, ſeeing as a 
Divine perſon, he does whatſoever the FarHER 
does, he muſt as ſuch know, whatſoever the Fa- 
THER knoweth. Moreover, that the FATHER, in 
many paſſages of Scripture, intends the Deity in 
the Unity of its Eſſence, and the Son, the man 
Jeſus, or the human nature of the Redeemer, 
ſtanding in union with the Divine nature. Hence 
they ſuppoſe, that whatſoever might be hidden 

* Appeal 13. 


and the Turkiſh religion, ſhall be-embraced ? To 


tor 


from him as Men, was not hidden from him as 4 
Divine perſon, Some even think, that although 


this ſecret was hidden from Jeſus, as man, during 


che firſt or ſecond year of his miniſtry, it was cer- 
tainly revealed to him afterwards. Becauſe he 


himſelf aſſerts, that all judgment is committed to 
the Son, which they think requires an infallible 
knowledge, how, when, and whom to judge, which 


could not be poſſeſſed, were the time of judgment 


concealed from him, Yea, he farther declares, that 
all power in heaven and earth was given unto him, 


Which ſurely implies the knowledge of the proper 
times for the execution of this power. 
But Sir, altho' my idolatrous Brethren, the Or- 


thodox, and myſelf, have the infelieity of thus differ- 
ing from the rational and virtuous Socinians ; Mo- 
hammed the Great, declares himſelf entirely on 


your ſide of the queſtion. Hear him, ye Socini- 


an Doctors“, They will aſk thee (ſays Gabriel) 
concerning the laſt hour, at what time its coming 
is fixed? Anſwer, verily, the knowledge thereof 


is with my Loxp; none ſhall declare the fixed 


time thereof except he. The knowledge thereof 


is with Gop alone; but the greater part of men 
Eno it not.” This prophet goes even ſomewhat 


farther, and alledgeth five things, of which he 


ſays, Jeſus was ignorant. Thus from the moſt 


perfect agreement between rational Chriſtians and 
Mohammedans, in the eflentials of religion, 1 


think we have the faireſt proſpect of accompliſn- 


ing an union. fog wont as © 
Nothing now remaining but a few circumſtan- 


tials, which may calily be got over by men of 


nius and reſolution. 


The only difficulty to' ſettle is, whether Je- 


fus and rational Chriſtianity, or Mohammed 


"xt 1220 deter- 
* Kor, ch. vii. 219. 


EOS) 
determine which, it will be neceſſary to enquire 
after the manner of Dr. Abbadie, which of them, 
dc to your ſyſtem of rational religion, 
e 


was the beſt preacher, and maintained the faireſt 
and, moſt conſiſtent; character as a good man, 
commiltioned: of Gop to be an inſtructor of man- 
kind. The conſequence of: Which will be, that 
either tlie Socinian ſcheme muſt be reprobated, and 

| the doctrines of Orthodoxy he embraced, or we 
mata become Mohammedans, in order to pre- 
ſerve a conſiſtent character. Then, Sir, I 2 
ſume, that you, and myſeif will bid fair for being 
two; of. the firſt | characters, of the new modell 


church; a character ſurely not ,unworthy. of the. | 


utmoſt exertion.gf..all: qur rational powers. 
y great; hope, of, juceeb,, a ng, che dees uf 
that, approaching glory , 11 lata: Hort 
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dige atticle, Which of the tho prephets appebrs 


to be moſt faithful, wiſe, charttsbie, sg deus 
for the glory of God; or, in other words, whe- 
ther Chriſt or Mohammed is Re butter man, and 
ſuſtains the moſt conſiſtent character. This is, 
indeed, a matter of Hazardous enquiry, and what 
_ beſides rational Chriſtians would dare to. at- 
. what E Axaſt ſhould not be bold enough 
8 15 rtake, had * ſubject been entirely new. 
But Iingetrls, „ Dr. Abbadie has 
ved my way, in his excellent Treatiſe on Chriſt's 
Divinity ; - a Treatiſe which I carneſtly recommend 
to the” peruſal of cvery rational Chriſtian, every 
intelligent Diſſenter. I 
The nature of the ſubject requires a conſider- 
able degree of ſeriouſneſs, therefore you will be 
obliging enough to forgive me, if 1 ſhould diſ—- 
miſs the ſmile, which uſed to play on my counte- 
nance when I dealt in controverſy heretofore. The 
, iſquiſition is no leſs ſerious, than, to deter- 
r certainty, whether you, Sir, and your 
rational brethren, be blaſphemers; or myſelf, and 


the. 


. | 
the reſt of the Orthodox be Idolaters, as you have 
moſt candidly repreſented ul... 
There is an infinite diſtance, you know, bes 
tween the Creator, and the moſt dignified of all 
his creatures; therefore Gon cannot be repreſent · 
ed as a mere creature without; blaſphemy, nor can 
the creature be adoted as Gon, without the moſt 
monſtrous Idolatty. If then, IJrsus CarrsT be 
the true God and eternal life, it muſt be blaſphe- 
my; to ſay, that he is but a man like ourſelves,” 
And if he is but a man like ourſelves, or hut a 
mere Creature, how dignified ſoever, ve muſt; be 
guilty of ſhocking Idolatry, in worſhipping him, 
even as We watſhip the FAT RR as Gop over all, 
bleſſed for ever more. Tou cannot be offended, * 
Sir, with my bringing the matter to this iſſue, ſee- 
ing yon have ſo illiberally charged the Orthodox 
with Idolatry, though it ſhould even turn out, 
that, before I have done, I ſhould convict you 
yourſeif, of blaſphemy againſt Gon in the human 
nature, and the groſſeſt rebellion againſt your 


1 5 Judg en of which vou are capable. If worſhip 


him according to the Scriptures you muſt be con- 
demnable for rejecting him; and i muſt be con- 
demnable for worſhipping - him, provided heris 

that mere Creature you are pleaſed to repreſent him. 
It is an obſervation made by ſome, that thoſe; 
who:doubgghe Divinity of ;Jefus Chriſt, muſt al- 
ſo doubt the Divinity of the: Scriptures. Which 
abſervation ſeems. to be warranted, from the pro- 
ceedings of rational Chriſtians in our day. One 
nibbles at this part of the ſacred volume, another 
nibbles at that; for inſtance, the: Sung of Solo- 
mont is very offenſive: to ſome, the Apocalypfe to 
others a hilſt ſome of their brethren are equally: 


Air hn 3 S983: in eee 
50 Vid, Dr. Abbadie, pag. 6, of his Treatiſe. on Chriſt's 
Divini 4 n LESS . : of F327) 1 
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oſſended with the book of Daniel, part ef che 
Propheſies of Ezekiel and Zechariah, ſome of the 
Pſalms, and many paſſages of even the Penta- 
teuch itſelf. Which ſpirit of Sceptieiſm evi- 
dently betrays a doubt of the authenticity of the 
Whole volume of inſpiration. This accounts for 
the nec name (not on a white. ſtone) given by 
fome to rational Diſſenters, I mean that of iChri/- 
an Deiſts; ' for which diſtinction they have as 
yet diſcovered very little thankfulneſs to their be- 
nefacors, . The Trinitarians, on their part, think 
- Knot conſrſtent to ſuppoſe, that Gop ſhould cre- 
ate a Whole race of rational intelligent beings, 
and leave them without any given law, any obli- 
Sation to walk according to his will; therefore 
they conclude, that ſome revelation of his mind 
1 and preſerved in the world for the 
tneral uſe of mankind; that wherever it is given, 
mamuſt be an entire perfect revelation; They have 
cnrefully examined all the writings of the. learned 
and wiſe; from Moſes down to Dr. Prieſtley, and 
kind on examination, that no book bids ſo; fair 
foro being that inſpired Code of laws, as this ſame 
bleſſed though anriquared book, the Bible; con- 
_fquoently 1 and cavillings of modern 
ſceptics, againſt his and the other part of revela- 
tion, cannot to them be very/agreeable) 12 7 
Tou chabe been pldaſed to dignify out people 
with! the name of Idolaters When chisd fit of 
zealifor rational religion wascupon you, I hope you 
conſidered maturely the import of the charge, as 
oppoſite to the glory of God land our own ſalva- 
tion, and indeed incompatible with either. Ido- 
latry introduceth more Gods than one, as Moham- 
med charges all the Chriſtians: with doing, and 
with which you yourſelf are pleaſed to charge all 
the Orthodox, i. e. the king upon the W 
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the biſhop $.upon the bench, all the conſcientians 
clergy o 1 7 eſtabliſhed church, as well as thoſe 


among, Diſſenters. who can ſubſcribe the doctrinal 
articles of the Church of England. Indeed to 
worſhip the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, as we do, if he is, 
as you ſay, only a. man like 'ourſclves, mult. be 
more contrary to the glory of God than the groſſeſt 
Paganiſm. This is to advance a mere creature, 
yea, a creature not of the higheſt order in the 
: creation, to all intents and purpoſes, to an equali- 
ty with the infinite Jehovah. Idolatry more ſhock- 
ing than was ever deviſed in nations, the moſt 
barbarous, for they never exalted their ſubordi- 
nate Deities, to an equality with him whom they 
accounted ſupreme “. Idolatry then, Sir, being. 
ſo very heinous in itſelf, ſo dreadful in its. conſe- 
FN and the worſhipping of Jeſus Chriſt as 
od, equal to the Father, being the very worlt 
ſpecies of idolatry, according to you and the pro- 
phet Mohammed; it is high time it were eradi- 
cated, and a more conſiſtent ſyſtem adopted. 
Tou ſay, that there are not Taree that bear re-. 
cord in heaven, and in effect, that it is a villainouſly- 
interpolated Fata which aſſerts there are. The 
prophes Mobammed alſo has repeatedly. declared, 


» Hear, therefore, Fo conſider, ye Orthodox ; 1 your Eh 
gion is the rankeſt of all Idolatry, i 05 it is true that your Re- 
deemer is but a mere Man, in all reſpects like yourſelves. 
Know aſſuredly, that Chriſtian Idolatry is the very worlt Ido- 
latry chat ever was invented. 

It is as contrary to the true intereſts of the immortal 
ſoul, as it is to the glory of God. For if you are Idolaters, 
according to the Rev. Dr. Prieſtley's repreſentation, you can- 
not enter into the kingdom of heaven; conſequently you muſt 
all be damned. Idolaters are ſhut out from the kingdom of 
Gol ; this rational gentleman has proved (I mean, aſſerted) 
that all Trinitarians are Idolaters, therefore you muſt either be 
ſhut out, or he muſt ** to be a lying prophet, as well as 


his friend, nd. | | K i 
. his 


ont 
bis implacable enmity againſt the Doctrine of the 
TxIvITY, as irreconcileable to his ſcheme of re- 
formation. According to this, it will, it muſt 
appear, that Chriſtianity had, by ſome fatality 
corrupted the true religion, and that Mohammec 
reſtored it to its priſtine purity. That the imme- 
diate followers of Jeſus Vondligged him as God, 
let their writings. bear witneſs: and that in after 
ages, that corruption was indulged, your own 
writings ſufficiently. teſtify; therefore, beyond a 
doubt, religion was corrupted in the firſt ages of 
Chriſtianity, ſecing the people were then addicted 
to worſhip the Som, even as they worſhipped the 
Farunzx. But Mobammed aroſe, a great prophet 
and reformer ; he corrected the errors of Chriſtia- 
nity, and taught the people to worſhip Onz Gop, 
in one perſon only, juſt as you would have us to 
do; and to obey one prophet, even as you would 
wilh a teacher ſent from God to be obeyed, The 
Orthodox, indeed, in an invariable manner, have 
to this day continued to worſhip FaTutr, Sox, 
and HoLy Gnosr; believing that there is no me- 
dium between Cu Is r's being the true Gop; the 
ſame in eſſence with the FaTHER, or his being an 
arrant Impoſtor, influenced by the ſpirit of Satan. 
But the rationals having imbibed the ſpirit of ·. 
banmed, adopted the doctrines of the Koran, are 
concerned every where to deſtroy the worſhip of 
the Tamrrr; and efpecially that of JI Esus CHRIST, 
ſerting up in its ſtead the worſhip of Ons GO 
in one perſon only, and reducing I Esus, his pro- 
phet, to a level with themſelves; a mere man, ſuch 
as Mohammed profeſſed himſelf to be. Thus it 
is clear to a demonſtration, that the fathers have 
in all ages been corrupters of religion, and that 
the author of the Koran, and the Socinian Doc- 
tors have been, and ſtill arc, the true reformers, 
5 6 who 
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ho teachus Rot to receive, nor ack no wle ige 'the 
MST ENV or God, Aο or Tux *FaTHEk AND 
or CHRIST. er ate e 
e ſtriking the lar Actin: Mokaringed 
' andÞyour{tht,” and ſo very pertinent the langua 
| ene Mu, a that 1 have often wondered, + 
you quoted not his authority td authenticate She 
doctrine, and to eonfound t e orthodox. Permit 
me, Sir, to refer 'you to the p —— himſelf -. 
% O ye who live received the. Scriptures !! Ex- 
eeed not the juſt bounds 1 in your 7 by raiſ- 
ing. Jeſus to an equality with God; neither fay of 
1G6d any other than the truth. Verily, Cugisr 
Jesvs, 285 Son of Mary, is the apoſtle of 
'Gob, and his WorD, which he conveyed” into 
Makv, and a ſpirit proceeding from him. Be- 
lieve therefore in God and his apoſtles, and fa 
not THERE ARE THREE Gops : forbear this. e 
will be better for you. God is but One God. 
Far be it from him, that he ſhould have a Son— 
Chriſt doth not Proudly diſdain to be a ſervant 
unto God.“ 
Again, yet more, if poſſible, to our purpoſe, 

« They are ſurely Infidels who ſay, verily, G 
is'Cur1s7, the Son of Many: ſince Car faid, 
O children of Iſrael! Serve God, my Lol p and 
your LoD: Whoever ſhall give a companion to 
Gop, Gop ſhall exclude him from aradiſe, and 
his habitation ſhall be hell fire. They are cer- 
tainly infidels who ſay, God is the third, of Three; 
for there is no God, beſide One Gov. And if they 
refrain not from what they fay, a painful torme 
ſhall ſurely be inflicted FA, uch of them as are 
unbelievers.— CHRIST, the Son of Mary, is no 
more than an apoſtle ;' and his mother was a wo- 
man of veracity. Behold how we declare them 

Kor. Ch, iv. 126. + Ch, v. p. 146. | 
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the figns of God's Unity; and then behold, how 
they turn aſide from the truth? Say, will ye wor- 
— beſides Gop, &c. “ 1 2 40 


No from this long quotation from the pro- 
phet Mohammed, — # not any body take him 
Tor a rational Diſſenter, educated by ſuch a tutor 
as Dr. Taylor, or Dr. Prieſtley ? Or, in other 
words, Woyld not one, who is well acquainted 
with the fundamentals of the Turkiſh religion, 
on reading your polemical pamphlets, be apt to 
miſtake you for a Mohammedan ? I mean, re- 
ſpecting thoſe. eflential principles of religion, the 
= <opa&i the TzxiniTY, and the Divinity, or 

JESUS, 1 an n 41 . 
| The worſhipping of FarnERR, Son, any Hol 
Gnosr, as bree perſons-in the union of the divine 
eſſence, you ſay, is the grand corruption of Chriſ- 
Tianity, and, indeed, hath changed it into idolatry“. 
The reſtoring; of it therefore to its purity muſt 
be a great and good work, ſuch as could not be 

fected. by any other ſpirit, than that of truth. 

Now Mohammed hath effectually reformed this 
abuſe, and has purged all the eaſtern world from 
that idolatry, to which their forefathers. were ad- 
dicted, in worſhipping the Logp Jesus Cngisr, 
s in union with Farytr and the HoLy Grosr. 
How is it then, that he can be that impoſtor he is 
repreſented, ſeeing the firſt principles of his religion 
are founded according to you, in the pureſt truth, 
and he hath been the author of ſuch a great refor- 
mation, as reſtoring religion from the worſt kind 
of Idolatry, to the worſhip of Ox Gov, and the 
acknowledgment of Jeſus, as a teacher divinely 
commiſſioned? Without doubt, this notable pro- 
phet was under the influence of either a good or 
2 bad ſpirit. If of a good ſpirit, he cannot be an 
impoſtor; if of a bad ſpirit, how could he ne 
* 5 . uch 
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ſuch a reformation? Did the Devil conſider it as 


his intereſt to have Chriſtian Idolatry aboliſhed, -if 


to worſhip. Jeſus be idolatry, as you aſſert ? Sure- 
ly this would be to have Satan divided againſt hum- - 
ſelf; a practice contrary to the uniform tenour of 
his conduct. In ſhort it muſt follow, that either 

Gop is to be worſhipped in TRIN II Y in Unity, , 

and J xsus- embraced as the adorable Gop-Man ; / 
or that Mohammed was the true prophet of the 
living Gop. That is, in plain terms, ſo long as 
you and your friends reject the Loa D Jesus CHRIST 
as Lok and Gop, you muſt own yourſelves to be 
Mohammedans, inſtead of rational Diſſenters. 
If God is not to be worſhipped as TrxiniTY in 
UntTy z if Jasus is not to be received as the 
adorable Gop-Max, it follows, that the whole 
Chriſtian church has been in a ſtate of the moſt 
monſtruous idolatry, for time immemorial; conſe- 
quently that none of the Orthodox have entered 
into the kingdom of heaven. But if there are 
TREE chat bear record in heaven, the Fa rHER, the 
Won, and the HoLy GrosT; and if theſe THREE 
are OxR, it will follow, that Mohammed and his 
Socinian brethren are guilty of blaſphemy, and 
muſt be turned over to the diſpoſal of a juſt and 
equitable judge, who is declaredly jealous of his 
own glory. VVV ae 454 I 
Having taken up much more time than at firſt 
was intended in the preliminary part of my let- 
ter, I ſhall have room for little more, than to pro- 
oſe the plan of our future correſpondence; I 
mean, in the preſent ſeries of epiſtles. The lead- 
ing deſign, you know, is either to have what you 
call rational Apen renounced-as a dangerous, en- 
thuſiaſtical, and fanatical deluſion; or, having 
your rational doctrine ſufficiently authenticated, to 
eſtabliſh the pure religion of the Mohammedans 
Tag Ra upon 
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DUTT "Thattifi Jeſus Chriſt” be nothirlg more than 
A man like ourſelves, — a wiſer man 
than him nor all the prophets who went before 
him, anch guvdfcmore effectual rr to his 


followers. of © 24 5 1 209 oe i404. 


. If but a man in all reſpects like ourſelves, 
Mohoaidad was more truly benevolent; and ex- 
erted himſelf more for the benefir of ne, 
than did Jesvs' of Nazaret ng 
g. If but a man like — Mobammed was 
a more honeſt,” and a better man, a far greater, 


and more conſiſtent divine preacher.. 


4. If but a man in all reſpects Uke ourſelves, 
Mobammed diſcovered far more concern than Chriſt 
did for the glory of God andthe purity of religion. 
Theſe Hoc hing propoſitions being properly clear- 
ed up, it will appeat either, that the Koran of 
Mohammed contains the true religion; or what you 
call rational Chriſtianity, is the rankeſt and moſt 


blaſphemous enthuſiaſm ever yet invented to defile 


this world. And that according to your doctrines, 
Mohammed muſt, in all reſpects, have the pre- 
eminence : But according to the principles of the 
everlaſting goſpel, he will appear to be that falſe 
prophet, aſſociated with the beaſt of Rome, and 
Irsus CRRIST ſhall retain his glory unſullied, and 
his Aamitfon fot ever entire. e eee er 
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FIVE ſpbjctt of this letter, being an attempt 
Ai 
e e e 
what I poſſeſs; I muſt therefore beg you will can. 
didly cover, with the mantle of charity, what de- 
fects ſoever may ſpring from my timidity and 1g- 
norance ; when treating, on a ſubject of ſuch very 
rare and ſingular diſcuſſion, as to prove the follow- 


ing 975 propoſition, ** If Feſus Chriſt, the 
he 


author of the Chriſtian religion, be but a man like 
our ſelves, Mohammed was a wiſer Man than be, and 
ave more effettual inſtructions io bis followers.” _ 

The wiſdom of a man, as Dr. Abbadie obs 

ſerves, eſſentially conſiſts in chooſing. the fitteſt 
means for attaining the end propoſed, | Therefore, 

Sir, what lies now before us is, to conſider their 
different ends in the eſtabliſhment of their differ- 
ent, religions, ſeeing they ſeverally ſtand up as 
Heaps of the two greateſt ſects of religioniſts in 
C 
Mohammed's deſign in the eſtabliſhment of his 
religion, as acknowledged and declared by him- 
ſelf, was to make known the ſupreme Cod, to be 
the only living and true God, far exalted above every 
other Being whateyer : © To ſhew that he hath no 
zſſue, no pariaker with him of the Divine nature, 
nor any ſimilitude whatever.“ That this was the 
prophet Mohammed's leading deſign, will appear 
from his own. words in a variety of places in the 
Koran. Where he ſets forth the perfections of 
his heavenly, Majeſty, in a magnificent man- 
ner, and frequently inſiſts on his alone right to 
religious adoration, I might refer you to the 
; 55 various 
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various paſſages of that uncommon book, did 1 


not conſider you as an adept in the Muſſulmen 


learning. | OT BUT 
That Mohammed laid his plan of reformation 


with the utmoſt ſagacity and wiſdom, his ſucceſs, 
and the fruits of his doctrine teſtify, There is hut 


. 


one way by which we can Judge of a preacher ; 
that is, by the fruits of his doctrine: and he muſt 


his point in every reſpect. Mohammed actually 
gained his propoſed end effectually. He has ſo 
reſtored the worſhip of Onz Gon, in one perſon 
anty ; that for fix hundred years and more, not one 
of all his numerous followers, have ever attempted 
to honour the Sox, even as they honoured the Fa- 
THER, any more than if they had been bred ra- 
tional Diſſenters, or Chriſtian Deiſts. This, you 
mult allow, demonſtrates the unſpeakable proprie- 
et the meaſures, his fagacity pointed out, and 
t 


- 


e power with which his doctrine was accompa- 


nied. And all this was done conſiſtently enough, 


with the utmoſt indulgence of ſenſual .gratifica- 


tion for Mohammed was none of thoſe reformers, 


who deem the crucifixion of the fleſh neceſſary; 
as his eleven wives could have teſtified, not to 
mention his concubines. Here was ſuch wiſdom, 
as neither Chriſt nor his apoſtles ever pretended to. 
They had not the leaſt notion of people getting to 
heaven, any other way than by that of the Croſs. 
They conſidered a coalition between the world and 
true religion, as a e and there- 
fore never attempted it. But the ſagacious Mo- 
bammtd, both projected and executed that deſir- 
able ſcheme, and he has been followed by the 
whole race of rational Chriſtians with ſucceſs, not 
a little flattering to their hopes, of an entire ex- 

tirpation of the religion of the Croſs, 10 


„„ r 
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L 29:] 

To turn now from the prophet of the Turkiſh 
rnd let us a little enquire into the meaſures 
taken by Jeſus of Nazareth. Compare his ſuc- 
ceſs with the former, and we ſhall fee, that in 7 
ality" there is no compariſon. een FIT, 

If, as you ſay-, It be perfectiy clear Kren 155 
whols tenor of the New 7. eftament, that the'perſon 
10bo is diſtinguiſhed by the name of 'rb# Pather, is the 
only true God, excluſroe of "the Son, or amy other Be- 
ing whatever,” it muſt follow, that the leading 
deſign of his coming into the world” was to eſta- 
bliſn the pure worſhip'of the Father only, exclu- 
five of every other Being, and that this worſhip 
muſt-be the firſt principle of genuine Chriſtianity: 

If ſo, his ſucceſs has been far inferior to that of 
| the Turkiſh prophet, with reſpect both to the num - 
bers of his followers, and the duration of his 


ſyſtem m its purity. In point of number, Jeſus. 


has had very few followers, | rational: enough to 
worſhip Ou Gop; under any other notion Defidles 
that ,of7TrrnITyY in Unity, and even in our 
age, enlightened as it is, by your own confeſſion, 4 
the number of rational Chriſtians is very ſcanty 
Whereas the ſucceſsful Mobammud has e 
almoſt all the oriental world ; ſo that, what was 
| faid of lady Diana of Epheſus, that ul Hsu, ani 
the world received ber religion, is more true hen 
applied tolddebammedela K 3 903 o gdhog 
The Arabian religion beenden in its pu- 
rity from ts firſt inftivucion, reſpecting its grand 
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moſt ſtedfaſtly believe, « there is but ONE God, 
and that Mobammed is his prophet;® und is as or- 
thodox now as in the days be the prophet himſelf.- 
But if the doctrine of wit Taixirv be as you ſay, 
the W corruption . Cbriſtianity, Jr will appear,' 


that 
Fam. Illuſt. pA 


| 
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that Chriſtꝰs religious ſyſtem actually began to fall 
do pieces within the times of the apoſtles them- 


(elves. For in thoſe times you tell us, „ That 
myſtery of iniquity} began to work. Now, Sir, 
as we have no other method of forminga right 
judgment · of cauſes, beſides thę effects maturally 
produced by them, we are under an unavoidable 
neceſſity of prefarring che «meaſures taken by Mo- 
bammed,. e thoſe adopted by IxSsU s, Ane founder 
f the Chriſtian; religion. / Of conſequence; how 
ſhocking-ſaever-efthinking; chat be was the wiſer 
man, and taught his diſciples with more fret of 
argumen b Mohatnmed. deltverethis: ptttme in 
language, iplain and: perſpicuous; fo way equivo- 
vere Infidels who believed in Cudisr's IT NTT x, 
in the doctrine of the TRIxIx V. ut when 


THER- OMly ;[8$5147: language; does heruſe ? Go 
ye therefore and teach all riationspbaptifingi them 


in the name off che Fa rut, and of ' theISaw, and 


che Horx, GHnosm, teaching chem tothbſerve all 
things ware ver (L] hate bammanded-you'® 
This, von know, was his laſt injunction to his 
iſeiples, , and hat is very properly conſidered as 


the inſtuiondef the Chfiſtian religion. And 


e 


ſurely, if he iheteby inſtituted the worſnip of the 


perſon of the FarhHER only, ast you wilbhave it; 


he was entremelyunhappy in his mode of expreſ- 


ſion, ad indęed gave occaſibn to the corruption 
of his on zeligien, by-the anibiguity of his lan- 
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Ihe words of an inſtitution of ſuch importance 


"ys 
* 


ſhould be plainpnd;ptripicuous! : But who, upon 


reading chis text, could at firſt glaube imagine, 
that the worſhip of the Father only qras ĩmended 7 
ind | That 

Matt. xxviiii 19, 20. 


— 


ie e 
That although the Sdw and the Huxy Gnohr art 
natned Along with him in the ſame act of worſnip,; 
they are not to be worſhipped wich him, under 
pain of damnation ? It is: certain, that if Jeſus, 
in this paffage, inſtitutedethe pure worſhip: of the 
Fu HRK only; excluſi ve ofothe Som and:the Ho- 
Ly Guhosr; he has done it in foch a manner, as” 
to render his: injunctioſ totally uſelefs to the far 
greater part of his proſuſt followers. For now 
more than one thouſand ſeven hundred years are 
elapſedi andi but a very few to this day are capable 
of underſtanding his real meaning. Indeed, how 
ſnould they? Seeing this immediate diſciples, on 
many occaſions; ſpake in ſudh a ſtile as evidently 
implies Deity; which obſcurity of theirs, undoubt- 
edly aroſe from the ambiguity of thoſe exprefiions, : 
in which their LoRD and Maſter choſe to deliver 
his doctride Burl ſhall. have oedaſion to give 
you ſampie bf cheit ductiine in a future letter; 
ſtall therefore proceed in this to ſhnewy that if Je»! 
sus CHRIS Y igt in ll reſpects a man, and only a 
man like. durſtl urs, Mohwnmed: ated mote con- 
ſiftently>inſpeakitg of him.. 
When fhalh obe ever Tod him deplating, that 
Gp and himfelf are bond Mo Thacthoſ& who Had 
ſeen imp had) cen the FAHR A5 Tut he: 
came forth from tlie Nuibur N- Or nam̃ing himſelt⸗ 
along witty theÞFa THe tin on of the mdſt ſolemm 
act of iyeligious worſhip? On the venαf,¹, de 
frankiyrdcknowledges Rimſelf not onlyp eo be a 
meten man cbhut ev, e A ſinnerꝰ , But all 
theſe things ure aſſerted by Jeſus Chriſt cogcern- 
ing himfelf, and he afks WBO dan edvinee me 
_ of- fil? Was ia likely way te perſuade the pegs? 
ple ta- Gon and hg: are D ind Beinpegito tell 
them, othat he and the FarHER are One. Could 
5 | 2 e ix no, he 
* Kor, vol. 2. 378. | 
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| Philip. Gaia 


TY G 
he find no other way of eſtabliſning the worſhip 
of the FaTpERionly, than by;aſking Philip,“ Have 
I been ſo lang with you Philip, and yet haſt thou 
not known:me He that hath ſeen me, hath ſeen, 
the FarHR and how fayeſt thou, ſhew: us the: 
Farhsk:?'Believeſt thou not that Jam in the Fa- 
ER and the FATHER INMHA, &c'*%! . 2 x 
And pray what could Philip: make of all this, 
on ſuppoſitioh, that his Maſter were in all reſpects 
but a mere man like himſelf? Does this bear any 
likeneſs to that clear and nervous ſtile in which the 
Koran is written? Has not ſuch a declaration, an 
evident; tendency to confound Chriſt with the 
Deity. as Oe Object of religious adoratlon? cr! 
One of theſe; three things muſt neceſſarily re- 
ſult from the above declaration made by Chriſt to 


ee i 
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du . 
. That if he neverimeant to be conſidered as 
having proper Deity appertaining to him z he cer- 
tainly was not. a maſteriof his o¼ language, and 


did not know. the influence his doctrine would pro- 


duce upon the minds of men, in leading them 
into idolatry, by worſhipping the Sg, even as 
they worſhipped the FAr ER; 2confidering! the 


Farmer an fibeSer,-ut his divine natute, as one 


in eſſence Net the Chriſtian: idolatersg af every! 
age and nation, have uniformly produced this 


text, an divine warrant for their progddyre. 0 
. If ignorance was not the cauſe f ſueh ill- 
Judged equivocal expreſſions, we muſt have re- 


courſe tp a cauſe ſtill more; ſhocting and u tremen- 


dons te name. I mean, a ee to im 


pole upon the underſtandings of men, by making 


them believe, un and the FATHER were ONE, 
when, in reality, they ere as diſtant from each 
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other, as the diſtance between the Creator and the 


creature. Tea, he evidently leads Philip to ſeek 
for the FAHR n where, but as dwelling in, and 
being manifeſted by himſelf. How ſhocking are the 
conſequerices- of Socinianiſm? Fer were that doc- 
trine true, Cun 181 muſt be a far greater impoſtor 
than Mobammed; as all the abominations of the 
Koran, fall infinitely ſhort of CHRIST himſelf, and 
by his apoſtles . confounding him perpetually 


With Gop, The abominations of the Koran are 


in a manner ſanctified by the inviolable regard 
through the whole of it, uniformly paid to the 
unity of Gop. | 


— 


3. If after all, it ſhould be alledged that Jeſus 


Chriſt is no impoſtor, but the true and faithful 
witneſs; ſo far from ignorance, that all the 
treaſures of wiſdom and knowledge dwell in 
him; that, therefore, he well knew the effects 
which his doctrine would produce upon the hearts 
of his followers, it muſt follow, that in union 
with the FarHER and Holy Gnosr, he is the 


true Gop and eternal life: even Gop over all, 


bleſſed for ever more. But more of this in a ſub- 
ſequent letter, this being thrown in now, only as a 


preparative for what I farther intend, I ſhall there- 


fore conclude the preſent with this obſervation, 
Namely, that if Jesvs CRS be eſſentially One with 
the FaTHER, as with my whole heart and foul I be- 
lieve he is, it was quite natural for him to de- 
' clare himſelf to be what he really is, and to ad- 
dreſs Philip in the above manner. Quite natural 
for him to join his own name with thoſe of the 
FarhEx and the Hory Ghost, in the adminiſtra» 
tion of baptiſm ; that he ſhould perform mira- 
cles by his own perſonal authority, and ſuffer 
himſelf to be adored as LoxpD and Goo. 


D But 
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But then, e will be the conſequence, of all 
this, leſs than that, Mohammed was à vile impoſ- 
tors that all who deny Chriſt's pr rela are 
found guilty of the moſt abominable blaſpheiny :, 


og that proud reaſon muſt be KA Janie to confeſs, 


8 comprehend the Almig ty to perfec- 
tion 
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Ni my laſt 1 ſhewed, that, if the Soginkin * 
I potheſis be the genuine doctrine of Chriſtia- 
| nity, Mohammed muſt have been a far wiſer: man; 
and was much more ſuccęſsful in eſtabliſhing the 

docttine, and worſhip of the Creator than 
Jelasy notwithſtanding, in performing this dreads 
tul-taſk;,,' which nothing but real zeal for the ha- 
nour of my divine Maſter could juſtify, my fleſh 
ſhuddered with horror. How much more, when 
in this. and the ſubſequent Letters L clearly prove; 
That if Jrsus CHRIST be no more than a mere 
man like ourſelves, Mohammed was not ene a 
greater preacher, but a better man? 

If it is idolatry to worſhip the * * * 5 it 
muſt be, if he is a mere creature; both of which 
vou roundly aſſert; and if idolatry i is ſo criminal 
in the fight of God, that thoſe who. are guilty of 
it, ſhall not inherit the kingdom of Heaven, it 
may be truly ſaid, that Mobammed exerted him- 
ſelf more, for the good of mankind than I xsus 
did; and that we have profited more by his en- 
deavours, than by all that I sus did and ſuffered, 
This propoſition may perhaps at firſt make you 
ſtare, but you will be obliged either to allow it, 
or what will be as mortifying, to own, that you 
have grievouſly 15 che name of the Lonp 
JEsus my Redeemer. 

At the time when nend: aroſe, a great 
prophet in Arabia, the whole world lay in, either 
Pagan, or Chriſtian Idolatry, Jews and avowed 
Atheiſts, only excepted, All that bore the Chri- 
ſtian aam were "ID Trinitarians qr Arians; 

f _” the 
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the firſt you know, you yourſelf have dignified 
with the name of Idolaters; the laſt, adoring 
Cnnisr as a ſubordinate Deity, or deputed God, 
were likewiſe guilty of idolatry, though leſs groſs 
than the former in its kind. I ſay, leſs grols in 
its kind; ſeeing, of all , idolatry, none is ſo 
rank and ſhocking, as that which exalts a mere 
man to a perfect equality with the FarHRR Al- 
_ micnTy. Conſequently, no idolatry ſo fatal to 
the true intereſts of immortal ſouls. This being 
the caſe, Mohammed exerted himſelf in ſuch a 
manner, as to reſcue the -people from this idola- 
try, as far as he could carry his influence; and 
where there was a defect in his manner of per- 
ſuaſion, it was! amply made up by the weight of 
his authority. For that prophet was one of the 
many, who have aſſumed a right, to compel peo- 
ple to enter the gates of Salvation, preciſely in 
the manner Which they direct, Now, if delive- 
rance from idolatry of the moſt damnable nature, 
is any bleſſing, what amazing advantage has the 
world received from Mobammed. The many na- 
tions Who have embraced his religion, are all 
worſhippers of Gop in Unity, and are all there- 
fore, according to you, delivered from idolatry, 
and muſt of conſequence be in a ſtate of ſalvation. 
On the other hand, what has Jeſus done for the 
benefit of mankind, that may in any wiſe he com- 
pared with this, upon ſuppoſition, the Socinian 
icheme be true ©: We allow that he went about 
healing all manner of diſeaſes. But what is the 
performing a few eures, upon individuals, when 
compared with the redemption of the world from 
idolatry. As for the Jews, to whom he was pri- 
marily ſent, they bad been cured of idolatry, be- 
fore he was born of the Virgin, and at that mo- 
mentous period, the bulk of that people _— 
5 | | - re- 
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ſtrenuouſiy adhered to the worſhip of the Fa TRR 


only ; a few perſons excepted, who were waiting 
for Gop to be manifeſted in the fleſh, which ma- 
nifeſtation they accounted the conſolation of Iſ- 
84 and who worſhipped God as Trinity in 
| HUM even be ſaid, that he ſaved any part 
of the Gentile world from idolatry ; ſeeing that, 
when converted to the Chriſtian faith, they only 


changed their, worſhip from bad to worſe. As 


undoubtedly it was leſs criminal to worſhip Diana, 
as a deſcendant of Jove, than to adore a mere Crea- 
ture as JEfovan's EqQuaL in power and glory. 


The moment the pagans left their native gods 


they embraced the lool ef the Chriſtians ; ſo that 
it cannot be ſaid, Jeſus delivered any body from 
idolatry, according to your abſurd ſcheme of irra- 
tional and unſcriptural Divinity. If it be ſaid, he 
taught the pureſt morality ever known in the 
world, I am not diſpoſed to deny it, but to ſay, 
What avails the beſt ſyſtem of morality, if the 


firſt principles of religion are left corrupt. The 
beſt morality founded upon idolatrous principles, 
will avail bur little with a jealous God. And yet 
this muſt, according to your notion, be all, that 
the beſt of Chriſtians ever enjoyed. In what a 


deplorable condition then, muſt Chriſt have left 
his people at his departure? Alas, ye Trinitarians, 


what mult become of yo 


Should it be added, He gare his life in order 

to confirm the faith of his people; It may be 
replied, © ſo have thouſands of the Chriſtian ido- 
laters, worſhippers of the Trinity ;” but what 


are we the better for that, if we are ſtill left in a 


ſtate of idolatry? Beſides, what real advantage to 
his followers, could a mere man like ourſelves 


propoſe, by laying down his life for them? What 


3 virtue 


as ; 1 


r do ick [ 3 ] bk roaſt ar "1; 
virtue could there be in his, more than, in dut 
own ſufferings and death? What a parade is here, 
about laying down his life to confirm the faith o 
92 eople, when in rcality, the far greater part 
0 Hof, Who are called by his name, remain to 
thus day in a ſtate of idolatry ?.. COT 


Moreover, if the death of Chriſt was deſigned 
to. anſwer no higher ends, than to confirm the faith 
of his people, in the doctrine he taught, it gives 
the prophet Mohammed another advantage over 
him, which 1 thought not of before, under the 
head of Wiſdom. f have obſerved, that Moham- 
med never diſcovered any, gieat inclination to mor- 
tity his own fleſh; much leſs did he ever think of 
rl 2 * 112 N ks * 11 7 
ing his life, to confirm the truths of A Koran 
1 he had wiſdom, enough to take ſuch 
meaſures, as to render perſonal ſuffering: altoge- 
ther unneceſſary. He throughly confirmed the 
faith. of his followers, without putting himſelf to 
ſuch vaſt expence, of either labour or blood. It 
„ | . . vB ili Y 
cannot be difficult to determine which of two pro- 
Pbets is the greateſt, from ſuch circumſtances as 
ele ; ſeeing that, although Chriſt gave even his 
very life, in order to obtain his end, he could not 
accompliſh it by confirming the faith of his peo- 
ple, who run directly into 155 worſhip of the IRI- 
NITY, and of himſelf, as a Diving PERSON but 
Mohammed accompliſned his utmoſt wiſh, with- 


out any ſuch ſufferings, which, undoubtedly, ar- 


gues the ſuperior propriety of the meaſures he 
adopted; and this you know implies ſuperior wiſ- 
dom. For although the giving of his life, might 
in ſome ſenſe be an evidence of good will towards 
the children of men, it cannot upon your plan of 
Aoctrine, be underſtood as any proof of CARIST's 
wiſdom; ſeeing all that has been done thereby, 
might have been accompliſhed without his dying. 

| t 
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It is not difficult to ſhew, that if IEsus CukRIST 
is but a mere man in all reſpects like ourſelves, 
Mohammed was the beſt and moſt conſiſtent pro- 
phet that ever appeared in the world. The ſcxip- 
ture prophets for the moſt part, if not generalſy, 
came with the power of working miracles, . yet 
could not reſtrain the people from idolatry ; (4 
he reſtrained from, nay, rooted out idolatry with- 
out pretending to one miracle. From Moſes dow. 
to Malachi, they bare witneſs to CyrisT who was 
to come; but it was in ſuch a manner, as to give 
the people room to think, that the promiſed Meſ- 
ſiah, was\ſomething more than a mere creature; 
moſt of . Mk confounded him with the 
Drry; and ſome of them even aſcribes Deity, 
and all the works of creation to him in perſon. 
David, in the ſpirit of propheſy, for inſtance, 
faith unto. the Son, ** Thy throne, O Gov, is for 
ever and ever, the ſcepter of thy kingdom, is 2 
right ſcepter *”. By which addreſs one could not 
' readily conceive, that the pſalmiſt expected the 
ſingers upon Shoſhanim, to intend no more th 
ay Kc thou art but a mere man, 1n all reſpects 
like ourſelves,” and yet, according to your irra- 
tional ſcheme, he muſt have intended nothing 
farther. 5 „ 4p; 
Another inſtance of the abſurdity of this pro- 
phet, we have in Pſal. cii. 23, 26, 27. Still ad- 
dtreſſing the Sox or Gor, he ſays, Of old, haſt 
thou laid the foundations of the earth: and the 
heavens, the work of thy hands. They ſhall pe- 
riſh, but thou ſhalt endure : yea, all of them ſhall | 
wax old as a garment; as a veſture ſhalt thou 
change them, and they ſhall be changed. But 
thou art the, ſame, and thy years ſhall have no 
end,” This prophet muſt be conſidered, as be- 
e v9 ft: eee ns 
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ing either inſpired by the Spirit of Cop, or hot 
Inſpired. If inſpired, then we expect from him 
the words of truth and ſoberneſs, even the very 
mind of God, with reſpect to what he dellvers; 
and at the fitne time we have a right to ſuppofe, 
that be means what he ſpeaks, whether it be to 
Gop or man. Of courſe, if he calls Jeſus, Gov, 
whilſt he Knows him to be none other than a mere 
Man, we have reaſon to queſtion his being ar all 
Inſpired. If uninſpired, here muſt be an impious 
comBination between him and the apoſtle to the 
Hebrews, to fet up CnxtsT not only as à pre- ex- 

iſtenr being, but as the God and MAx kx of all 
things, by which means the profeſſors of religion 
have been miſled into that monſtrous idolatry, of 
 Worlhiping Jtsvs as nome other than God Mani- 
FESTED in the fleſh. I ſay, mifled them, for what. 
man of ſober fenfe, could ſuppoſe at firſt view 
that with all this majeſtic parade of fine' words, and. 
Hyperbolical expreſſions, the writer meant no more, 
than that the perſon, of whom” He fpeaks, is a 
mere man like ourſelves, and had no exiſtence at all 
Prior to being born of the Virgin; conſequently, 
That he had not the leaſt hand in laying the foun- 
darion of the earth and the heavens? To come at 
which ſenſe, will require all the efforts of human 
Wiſdom, that is, all the fubtilties of Sophiſtry, and 
All the arts of evaſion, and perverſion. But What 
Wall we think or ſay, when we find the apoſtle put- 
ting David's words into the mouth of the Father 
Almighry, as he does Heb. i. As if David's teſti- 
mom was thought inſufficient, unleſs it proceeded 
from him who is of one mind, and cannot be. 
turned ? This ſerves only to embarrafs us the 
more: for who can hear God the Father thus ad- 
dreſs his Son, Thy throne, O God, is for ever 
nd ever, &c. and from thence conclude, 4 
| r t 
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the Son 1 but a mere man like ourſelves? Or 


thus, Thou, Lord, in the beginning, haſt laid 
the foundations of the earth, and the heavens are 
the work of thy hands, and ſtill conclude, that 
the perſon thus addreſſed by the Father, had no 
being till within theſe 1800 years? — 
This is conſiſtent enough, and a glorious de- 
ſcription of the Son or God, on ſuppoſition, that, 
in union with the Far HER and Holy Gnosr, he 
be the true Gop and eternal life; but muſt be ab- 
ſolute nonſenſe, if your doctrine is true. It is ri- 
diculous, for preachers to make uſe of ambiguous 
and hyperbolical expreſſions, ſuch as muſt be 
bolted to the bran, before, we can come at their 
real meaning, and that is the reaſon why I prefer 
Doctor Prieſtley to all the Arian and Socinian au- 
thors I haye ever read. You ſpeak ſo plainly, 
that he muſt be a blockhead indeed, who does 
not underſtand your meaning; for which reaſon, 
I am of opinion, you will do more good to real 
Chriſtianity, than all the preachers of the Soci- 

nian ſcheme, that ever went before you. 
Jou have attempted to frame an excuſe for the 
abſtruſe, ambiguous, and equivocal ſtile in which 
the ſcriptures are written, according to your plan 
of doctrine, from the manners of the Orientals, 
whoſe ſpeech abounds with bold and ſtriking fi- 
gures. But I think there can be no beauty in any 
figure which tends to obſcure, and leſs ſtill, in 
that which tends to invert a doctrine. The true 
beauty of figurative language, lies in its explica- 
tive quality; whereas, all thoſe paſſages of ſcrip- 
ture by you referred to, are darkened by figures 
ill-choſen and miſapplied. If the ſcriptures have 
ſuffered ſo much through the manner of writing 
- amonglt the Orientals, as to embarraſs rational 
gentlemen in their expoſitions of them; one 
| would 
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lieve himſelf, 


D 

would really ** how the Karan ca * if, be ſo 
perſpicuous, as to render it impoſſible for the 

reader to be at a loſs about the author's meaning, 
When ſpeaking of the Rae of Gob, and of 
CEunisr, ſeeing. he was an Eaſt country man, 
as much an Oriental as any of. the c of the 
Jacred Scriptures. 

He ſpeaks very reſpectfully of aun. but then 
he always obſerves a conſiſtency with himſelf, 
and with his leading deſign;. of reſtoring the 
worſhip of Ons Gon, in One | perſon only.“ Ne- 
ver ſhall you find him addreſſing a mere man like 
bimſelf after this manner, Thy 8 O Gon, 
is for ever and ever; a ſceptre of righteouſneſs, 
is the ſceptre of thy kingdem : .thou;haſt loved 


righteouſneſs, and hated iniquity z therefore Gop, 


thy Gop, hath anointed thee with the oil of glad- 
nels above thy fellows. Thou Lonxp haſt, in the 


beginning, laid the foundation of the earth; and 


the heavens are the works of thy hands. They ; 
ſhall periſh, but. thou 1 they all hall 
wax - old, as doth: a garment, and 28 Abe 
ſhalt chou fold them up, and. they ſhall, be chang- 


ed: but thou art the ſame, and thy years Aung 
fail.“ From which addreſs it is clear to 4 


ſtration, that David himſelf either worſhipped - | 
Sos, as the God and Mak ER of all things, and 
ſo was an idolater like the reſt of the Trinitarians 


* or that he impoſed upon mankind, by writing that 


for their learning, iich in reality, bod, not be- 


n 


But Mohammed is clearly on. your fide. of the 
queſtion; and as he fully believed Jzsvs, Cunisr 
to be but a man, in all reſpects like himſelf, he 
judiciouſly guarded againſt every thing that might 
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yy of Nazareth. There is not one expreſſion 
in the whole Koran, that in the leaſt tends to con- 
found the perſon of Jesus CHRIST with the 
Deiry. Wherefore I conclude; that if your doc- 


trine be true, Mohammed was a'more: intelligent 


and confiſtent prophet than David, and there- 


fore the Koran is enten 10 FOO book of 


P Pains. 1 , 


x; am,  rexcrend Sir, F 
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exceedingly ſhort of the prophet Mo 


Chap. vii. 14. + Chap. i. 23, 7 Famil. Illuſt. p. 28. 
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ä ono [oops fy 
(HE: prophet next in eminence, as a penman 
ofathe ſeriptures, is that noble Iſaiah, of 
whom ſo many encomiums have been given by 
Chriſtian writers: but who, in my opining, falls 
ammed, in 

clearneſs of ſtile and ſtrength of reaſoning ; on 
ſuppoſition that Go never did, nor never could 


exiſt in Tz1iniTY, and that Jeſus Chriſt is no more 
than a mere man like ourſelves. The firſt paſſage 


of this hopheſy, remarkable for its obſcurity and 


ambiguity, is that“, Behold a virgin ſhall con- 
ceive and bear a Son, and ſhall call his name Im- 
manuel, quoted by the evangeliſt Matthew +, 
and by you explained away as far as could well be 
done with convenience. | 

As you have brought the art of explaining, 


| away, an adverſe paſſage of ſcripture almoſt to a 


perfect ſyſtem, I ſhall do myſelf the pleaſure, for 


the public benefit, to tranſcribe ſome of your re- 
marks in all their ſtrength and beauty,” If we 


conſider other inſtances of names impoſed by the 
divine direction in the ſcriptures, we ſhall find, 

that they do not always expreſs any thing charac- 
teriſtic of the perſon on whom they are impoſed, 
but that they were intended to be a memorial of 
ſome divine promiſe or aſſurance, reſpecting things 
of a public and general concern,—The Divine 
Being, by appointing Chriſt to be called Immanuel, 
engaged to manifeſt his own preſence with his 


people, by protecting and bleſſing them, and in- 


flicting vengeance on their enemies and oppreſſors. 


For 


[ 45] 
For this prediction was given upon the-occalion, 
of an invaſion by the Iſraclites and Syrians,” 

1 would not be guilty of i that this in- 
genious explanation has for ever diſabled this pre- 
diction, from being of any uſe to the Chriſtian 
ſyſtem, being tied down preciſely to a particular 
occaſion and period: but at the ſame time it ſerves 
to ſhew the obſcurity of the prophet, as very far 
inferior to Mabammed, in point of perſpicuity; 
eſpecially When we take the prediction in its con- 
nection with the circumſtances attending its fulfil 
ment. It is not eaſy to conceive, how the terriſied 
Jews could be inſpired with courage, from being 
told, that, in about the ſpace of 740 years after- 
wards; a young woman, a Virgin, ſhould bear a 
Son, [whoſe name ſhould lignify God with us; nor 
indeed how the future birth of this extraordinary 
Child, ſhould prove the preſent deſtruction of 
thoſe two ſmoał ing fire · brands, Rezin and Pekab, 
eſpecially. ſeeing this Child promiſed, When he 
ſnould be born into the world, ſnould be no more 
than a man like themſel ves. „ e 

Should we place this circumſtance on a level 
with the naming of Sbear-Jaſbub, as directed by 
you, and look on it as nothing out of the common 

way, it would only tend to perplex and bewilder 
us the more, and therefore demonſtrate the ob- 
ſcurity of the prophet. A Virgin ſnall conceive, 
and bear a Son, whoſe name ſhall be called Iu- 

MAN PEL, but who, nothwithſtanding, is not Iu- 
MANUEL; but a mere man like ourſelves,” When 
this prediction came to be fulfilled, and the Virgin 
actually brought forth her Son, what wonderful 
phenomena appear? A new ſtar, perhaps a new 
world, is diſcovered by the eaſtern Magi, and the 
hoſts of heaven deſcend to hymn the bitch of the 
Son of Man, The equivocal name given by the 


prophet 


461 
prophettotheiVirgin's ſon, and the feſtivity of 
the hoſts of paradiſe, on his being born —— 
world, naturally lead us to conſider this 
ehild, a; extraordinary,” and: ſomething; more than 
a man like burſelves. So that if your notion be 
tue, there Was a double ſnare laid, for the en- 
tang 2 —— the unmeaning, or at 

unapp e' name, impoſed upon him in 
— and the auguſt manner in which he 
was introduced into the world. Could this latter be 
r with the wiſdom of Gor? Had the for- 
| any likeneſs to the clear and nervous manner 
2 rg prophet Mohammed ? Surely not. For as I 
ave" before obſerved, he carefully guarded againſt 
every expreſſion, that might produce a belief of 
Jrsus Cnaisr' 8 Feber ny; more than a man like 
1 Te "won Doty 
But e rigltariaga, or dann is the Ame 
Chriſtian idolaters, have à very happy way 2 
1 the dignity of chis prediction, in a per 
conſiſteney with the whole volume of Ras: 
lation, in reſting ſatisfied with that explanation 
iven by Paul,“ God was manifeſt in the fleſh, 
feified in the ſpirit, ſeen of Angels, preached unto 
the Gentiles; believed" on'in tbe world, received up 
into glory: This does extremely well for the 
orthodox, but is - wholly er ed your 
abſurd, ſcheme'of doctrine- | 
We conſider this apoſtolical — — as 
proclming the fulfilment of that prophecy, and 
elieve that the Virgin's Son was none other, than 
Gop' incarhated-in our own proper nature. And 
indeed it will be worthy of your ſagacity to ſhew, 
how Goh could be ſaid to have been manifeſted 
in the fleſh of Jeſus, if he had indeed no perſonal 
e a noch zITY ; and at the fame time = 
FO TITTY neee G1 OEPT Tt D 


: . 1. Tim. iii. 16. 


thi 


Gov wenka i in the fleſh, could be ſaid to be 
received up into glory, if their was not a nature 
united to a divine perſon, which actually under- 
wen: that amazing change; or with what proprie- 
ry bl s ould be afcribed to Deity, if fleſn ng 
had not ſtood, i in perſonal Aena ther 
unto ?, 5 Fe foreſee, that, if we give up the 
doctrine of Txniry, and of Cuxisr's Ree 
ITY, we Us be obliged to fotegoe the 
Bible itſelf, 1 the moſt incoherent, and abſurd 
of all pub leations. / + Notwithſtanding if taken in 
its connection with theſe bleſſed doctrines, it is 
 perfe&ly beautiful ; it is a glorious. diſcovery off 
the mind and will, of all the perſons in Den 
and of all the perfectlons of Jenovan. 
But I have not yet done with the ſüblime Iſalal, 
| ſeeing, that pallage in this prophecy, chap. IX, 6, is 
ſtill more gbſcure, and more adverſe to ohamme,' 
aniſm, and what you call rational Chriſtianity * un. 
to us à child is born, unto us a ſon is given, and the 
overnment ſhall be upon his ſhoulders ; and 
5 name ſhall be calle Wonderful, Counſellor, 
the mighty God, the everlaſting. Txruzs, 
the Prince of Peace“ 1 muſt beg 'leave to, 
ok 700 this paſſage, that, if your explanar 
tion ® be the Socintan ſenſe of it, and if their ſenſe is 
the genuine mind of the Hoy G osT, this pro- 
pbeß who has bern ſo Ju e for his elo- 
| Hale 15 cution 
2 In this as A Ts 29-0 a; theſe tides __ not expreſs 
what Chr; %, but what God will manifeſt himſelf to be vil 
him, and by him; ſo that, in the diſpenſation of the goſpe 
God, the wiſe and benevolent author of it; will a was to Pot 


a wonderfyl countellor, the everlaſting Father, and the Prince 
of Peace. If this name be ſuppoſ:d to characterize Chriſt 
himſelf, it will by no means favour the common doctrine of 
the Trinity F Veckufh it will make him to be the Father, or 
the firſt Aion, and not the Son, or the ſecond perſon. Be- 
ſides, w atever powers or dignities are to be 'poſſeſſed by | 
Chrilt, it is ſufficiently intimated in this place, that he does 


not 


1 

cution and ſublimity, muſt fink into contempt :- 
nay, be deemed worthy of the levereſt cenſute, as 
a_blind leader of the 0p} ie, ohe who has giv- 
en occaſion of the ſtumbling of millions. e age 
If theſe 77 10055 105 hriſt are not expreflive' 
& what. he. + 18 In himfelf, but what God 
will: manifeſt Fin e e to be log h bim; it muſt 
follow that the titles thefhſetvies, are not oper 
to CurisT, but to Gop only; nd” canſec wind 
that Gov himſelf muſt, roperly ſpeaking, be 

| that child born, e and chat ſon BY * 5 bee 


ever ſo much as thought, oh by the Ttinitarians, 
e 48 you have repfe ented them to be. 
y never Ry oſed that the divine nature was 
a into fleſh and bloc ;- but that this pro- 
al ſeed. ſhould be conceiy a 1 in Perſonal union 
Wi With the woRD or 118 090, has an e 


Ate E e cannot ſee how their, cerilder. 
ing the ſon 6 as, the everlaſting Father of 
1s church, can haye any unhappy, influence on 
the dc octane ef, the 3 as you alledge. 1250 
they very juſt nchide, th at if to wor! vp J sus 
ARIST,, as the mighty IN. 18: really idolatry, 
this. prophet 4s, very blameable for his manner of 
ſpeaking, apd Juſtly deſeryes puniſhment, as an 
inſtrument of bringing on, their inevitable ruin. 
Had he been ſtudious of the good of mankind, 
would he not have guarded them againſt :dola- 
try? 'Howeaſily might he have expreſſed, himſelf, 
in ſome ſych manner as this? „“ Unto us 4 child . 
110 born. unto us 2 BA, is given, WIR, is in 45 

f ; 90%: e271] | 12 Gans x x 
not er PK, Co end, a4 VFA fined be himſelf, and 
all the Penn s that he beſtows, are {aid to be given, that is, 
by God; at the concluſion of the prophecy, in the next 
e, it h Mat. the zeal 7 the Lord of 4g will e 
1 tak illuſt. pages „„ | 


1 the Mo 


ese 

reſpects. only a man like ourſelves. He is not 
the wonderful Counſellor, nor the mighty God, 
nor the everlaſting Father, having had no ex- 
iſtence prior to his being born into the world; 
but by him, in the diſpenſation of the goſpel, 
God the wiſe and benevolent Author of it, 
Will appear to be a wonderful Counſellor, the 
everlaſting Father, and the Prince of Peace, 
for it is not the child born, but God the Fa 
ther to whom theſe titles are applicable““. 
This would have approached near to the clearneſs 
of ſtile uſed in the Turkiſh Koran. But to tell 
us that the Child born, the Son given ſhould be 
called God with us, when in reality he meant no 
ſuch thing, is abſolute jeſuitiſm; and if your 
doctrine ſhould eventually prove true, I could ne- 
ver forgive Jſaiab this egregious blunder, fo fatal 
0 by influence, on the concerns of my immortal 
Shall we ever find the prophet of Arabia 
talking in ſuch vague, and unmeaning, not to 
ſay ambiguous and equivocal terms? He ſpeaks of 
a child Born, but Keeps clear of cvery appella- 
tion, which might lead men to 9 75 Chriſt, as 
the mighty Gop, or the everlaſting Farnzx, or 
even to think him more than a man like them - 
ſelves. From which it is clear to a demonſtration, 
that if your doctrine be true, Mohammed was a 
much hener propher de Iſalah, and of courſe 
hammedan, is preferable to the Chriſtian | 

„„ „%% TL DP gs I QUuts 
But Sir, if the CHiLD BoRN, the Sow GIVEN, 
has indeed a petſonal right to all the ſublime ap- 
pellations, given him by the prophet, what hor- 
red blaſphemy muſt it be, to treat him only as 4 
man, in all reſpeRts like ourſelves; a being, who 
This is Dr, Prieſtley's expoſition, Fam, Illuſt. of the paſſage. 
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his, forerupner 1 Luke iii. 4. A, 
Jeſus aff fumes. th WE C aracter of Ship, 
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| K matter more difficult as nobody. could 


rl the, prophet deſcribing a mere creature, 
who hug not gifted eighteen hundred years. 
Whg hath, meaſured the waters in the hollow: 


of; is hand :  and;meted, out. heaven with the 


pan, and comprehended the duſt of the earth 
in g meaſpre, and weighed the mountains 1 
ſcales, and the chills,; in a, halange, &c. &c,!/ 


would fem that the prophet. had hene fu 


the funds of eloquence, in order 39. ſet forth the 


Forte and grangeur, of that Being who is the. 
ubjech of his propheſy. But, if after all, he ig 


no more than a mere; creature, this muſt argue 
an entire Want of judgment in, the writer, or an 
impious deſign to lead us into idolatry, by wars 


ſhipping Jasus Cxr157 as the Gop of Zion. And 


vet if this was the prophet's deſign, the Logp 


Jzsvs actually connives at it, and even con- 


firms it by apply ing his words to himſelf, Rev. 
xxii. 12. 


But what renders the prophecy ſtill more am- 
biguous and obfoure;'/is the cry which this voice 
was ſent to publiſh, “all fleſh is graſs, and all 
the goodlineſs ther reof, as the flower of the field. 
The graſs withereth, "the flower fadeth, becauſe 
the ſpirit of the Lord bloweth upon it. The 
graſs withereth, the flower fadeth, but the WorD 

of our Gop hall ſtand forever.” — One would 
| ſuppoſe that his leading deſign, in this | paſſage, 


was to caution people, againſt the tolly of truſt- 
ing in a Saviour, who is but a mere man like 


ourſelves, ſeeing that all fleſh 1s graſs, and the 
moſt goodly humanity, abſtractly conſidered, is 
but as the flower of the ficld—therefore that 
none may warrantably truit in any, who has not 


2 perſonal claim to that divine character, the 


Worp of the Lon, or our Goo. 


E 5 | 1 Surely 


t. 52 1 

Liugarely nd man but a rational Diſlenter 
covid ſuppoſe; char all this magnificence of ſtile 
was uſed. merely, to ſet forth'a'man in'all reſpects 
Iike ourſelves; a man who has net any, the moſt 
diſtant title to perſonal Deity. No wonder 
therefore if Chriſtians were ſo early ſeduced into 
idolatry,” and that the we#-inſtru&ed Diſciples 
of Mohammed, habe continued fo ſtedfaſt inthe 
faith, that Jeſus: Chriſt is but a man like them- 
= and that there is One Gop, in One perſon 

and that Mohammed is his prophet.” I 
90s therefore, for my own part when I come 
to ehange my ſentiments, much rather embrace 
the religion of the Turks, reſ Kling its funda- 
mental doctrine, than that of the rational Dien. 


ters, br the. ſentiments of the Socinians, Ip [> 
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FHAT has been faid in the former letters 
5 may ſerve as a ſpecimen of the rs 
language of propheſy, on ſuppoſition that your 
5 is ThE 1 might add many more in- 
ſtances of 1 77 ambiguſty, but ſhall Fe to 
ſhew, that it Jzsvs ChRISsT be not t adorable 
God—man, he mult have borne. the moſt fagrile» 
gious character, that ever exiſted, and, muſt of 
_ neceſſity have been the greateſt of all impoſtors ; 
hich is a thought ſo tremendous, that I. {catcely 
Pvt how to expreſs it. But I truſt, the cha- 
racter of my only Redeemer ſhall ſtand for ever 


- Unimpeacked, whatever ſhould become of Mo- 


hammedans, or Socinians, or even of the Trini- 
tarians themſelves. Yet this ſhocking conſequence 
naturally reſults from rational religion, as it is 
very falſely called. 


In proſecuting this affecting ſubject, 1 Bu 


ſhew, that, if Jeſus Chriſt is but a man in "a 
reſpects like ourſelves, he has moſt certainly 
robbed the Almighty of his glory, both in the 
manner in which he wrought his miracles and 
in his application of old teſtament oracles to him- 
ſelf,” though they could not poſſibly be applica- 
L Ge to any "perſon, who is not truly and Properly, 

ob. 

The manner of 88 his miracles ſhall be 


the object of my preſent attention, and 1 hope 


you. will honour my remarks, upon it with, yours: 
in the molt ſerious manner. I do not mean to 
ſolicit your public notice. No, Sir; perhaps you 
do not chooſe to reply to an ignoble correſpon- 


dent. All I mean. is to requeſt Foe candid peru. 


E 3 


ra. 
= 


118 1 


ſal in private, ſeeing 1; have no, pretenſions to 
nobility. | 

The matter will UP with daf il gg 4. 
10 And behold their came a Le er and worſhipe: 
tilts, fayi In , Lokb, if thou Ae ben canſt rare 
en.“ lay no ſtreſs At a, on the word Wor- 

ſhipped, it might, -1 for, an chit” know, intend 
| more, 92 4 fine cra e and bow, but 
Bat 5 0 ri 1 is, thi mate 6 this 

7 fold Wl] if tho oy 2 wilt,” & 


10 1 pa e che 1 9 5 What e 2 5 


Iker Fo e „ei yery plain, chat this poor 
Er e A the Lo er alete, 
who, could ſay To this, 8 ahd it goeth, and''t6 
Wh ome ac it c or he would Ter 
ave addreſfed i 6 N 2 2 different manner. 5 

© Whit is more Ne Viale! till, 6 N 8 real. 


es his cr For and cov mis his ide * 
5 ell 1 of be tha 1 Yak plicant i in 5 
n orm Fr h, Thou clean. Ny 
Nho Was of 15 Ma Mo up pon him to make 
Fople clean, i He was but a man like barkelves? 
Fall the men Tike ourſelves, Whom God ever 


: 


raite( up ets,” We read: but 'of one "who, 
| artemp a 4's 7 lin 'his own name, * he. ſe 


Wel) ſmarted voy” his ROAD | | mean 


20 ad: * AD 1 41 9. 10 iind OE 0 


* ir, to. be ſl the ah -of 1 gen it de ha 

Eliſha (wrought te: 

— that: 

ware. de thy post of om high N | 
creaſing the w dow's oil, iving a c the Ihdnämite, 

ſenchin a meſſerig er to Naamnan, Seeing Nim to 5 and walh 

in Jordan; &e. AN ill be farther anſwered. To do juſtice to 

| alperſonal character, we ought carefully to attend to every 
part 


] 


* 


"Th 

Maſes the man, che. fend of AD who; inflead 
of ſanctiſ ing the name. of the Lon at the gwazens 
of, xy tranny the Voce in his oN te laying, 


1 AUO) Dns 6 5 17 55 4 10 [W020 Wi. 
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art $4508 articular . and. af pick vt etached pi 
* ba ye the ele 1 24 hiſto 1 is C ole 5 
ws and rake in its p rc Ser End 100, 17 es 
that 8 ot only Was g6ifetin colt miräcles by him performed. 
Ai 2 upon che e l 

i{play W one .a dou tio 
e 4 Elijah ret 570 Mn his 1515 Eli ray 7 55 

power to cröfs the fivef Jordan, till he ace the Lord 

God lofohis mater by whole power he divided the migh 
waters. This, were there no more inſtagees on record, is dut- 


to Hoy that all his pen $ were wrought | 
| el ame in efable ower. of Deity, Conſequently 85 
me name by Whack: he began to 90 tis miracles. 


gavela Son) to cke Shinamite, on Which dc] ο we a 
told that he called onqhe namę of the Lords and thore fage 
inſtance is in ſome. meaſure parallel with 7 5 ane 
| mitacles without calling, upon the name of | 

e did give the Shunamite a Son, but it does not appeat, 
that he called not on the name of Godin the 66cafion:;/biit 
if. the; SE 1 hiſtory 15 that Fe ue thut che 

rought.ngt this miracle, without a Divine wr n 
1 de manifeſt. Take the 1 0 rogerh Ver 3 
latter part explain the eie as ĩt cann poſed: t 
Eliſha had leſs' power to woyk: adele ue tabs: 555 [tha 
at the beginning; and we ſhall ſee that e [did not dun 
this Without an appeal to, the divine nam. 

The Shunamite, viſited him, at mount Carmel, 2 Kings 
ch. iy: He faw the anguiſh of her ſoul, bur he could not 1 5 | 
at the cauſe, becauſe the Lord had hid itofrom him, ll aue 
woman diſcloſed the fatal event. Which done, he ſent Ge- 
hani, his ſervant, withovęzy gpaſitive ãpſtructions for his ꝑro: 
cedure, in raiſing the child to liſe; but all in vain, ſor 
„ there was neither yeice nor hearings, and che child did not 
awake.“ When he himfelf„arriugd, he. Went up and lay up- 
on the child, and put his mquth upan, the.child's mauth, his 
eyes upon the child's eyes, his hands upon the child's hands, 
and he ſtretehed himſelf upon the child, and bis fleſu waxed 
warm. Now all chis Was accompanied with, prayer to God 
that the child's ſpirit might leturn to him again. From hence 
it is plain, wn prophet * his miracles in ſuch a manner, 

-4 


7, ERR 

t ye rebels; ſhall wr bring water out of the rock 
for you?“ The waters indeed followed the ſtroke, 
becauſe Gop would ſupport the honour of his pro- 
phet, even when he ſinned; and took another 
method of puniſhing his raſhneſs, namely, by ſhut- 
ting him out of the carthly Canaan. 
5 Jelus refers to none greater than himſelf, but 
.expreſsly ſays, I wir,” not my Father willeth, 
or by the permiſſion of God, be thou clean; and 
immediately his leproſy departed from him. Not 


only. ſo, but be goes on in an uninterrupted ſuc- 


ceſſion of marvellous cures, without once men- 
tioning the name of the FarRER, yet is acknowW- 
ledged by an audible voice from Heaven, faying, 
This is my beloved Son in whom 1 am, well 
* hear ye him. Does not this lead us to 
A4uppoſe, that the FarnER approved of his work- 
"Ing miracles in his own. riame'? Eſpecially, when 
it is conſidered. that the Apoſtles did not work any 
mracles at all in the name of the FarhER, but 
in the name of Jeſus of Nazareth. Certainly 
So would not thus have given his glory to ano- 
ther, if indeed he had been another, ſeeing he 
had ſo peremptorily declared the contrary. And 
ſurely t le ef working miracles in his own 
name is proper only to DerTty. © Therefore, Gop 
muſt either =» given this glory to CHRIST, who | 
Was another; or Cuxisr muſt” have uſurped it; 


A 
* 


us that God ſhould have the hondur of them all. But Jeſus 
wrought his, ſo as the glory ariſing from them redounded to 
Himſelf, and ſeldom mentioned the name of the Father in them. 
How. different was the prophet's conduct from Chriſt's, when 
he raiſed the widow's ſon of Nain, by only ſaying, Youn 

man, F ſay unto thee, ariſe.“ Whereas Elijah, or Eliſha, 
would in ſuch a eaſe have prayed unto the Lok p, and ſaid, 
O Lonx d, my Go, I pray thee, let this young man's ſoul 
come into him again. 1 Kings xvii. 12. Bank 


* 


other- 
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"otherwiſe he muſt abſolutely be the true and eternal 
Gov; mean in the Unity of the Divine Es82wce, 
Now if he was but a man like ourſelves, there 
was ſomething inbumane, as well as impious, in 
the manner in which ChRISTH ſent the Leper away, 
as from what had paſſed, he muſt needs go away 
under à deluſion; firmly believing, that, the 
man ] sus had performed this cure, by his own 
perſonal power and authority; which, according 
to your notions, muſt have been downright idola- 
try. So that the very cure he had obtained, might, 
from the manner of it, have become the occaſion 
of his perdition, by leading him to honour the 
Son, as much as he honoured the FaTHeR 
his is the true conduct of J eſus according to 
your plan of doctrine. But it is as diſtant from 
the Heavenly, and compaſſionate conduct of the 
Redeemer whom | adore, as light is from dark- 
neſs, or Heaven from hell. Our J Esus being the 
bleſſed Immanuel, had a right to aſſume every 
divine honour, and could not be charged with 
tobbing Go, though he actually made himſelf 
equal with the FaTaeR. But your Jeſus, being only 
a man like yourſelves,” may very juſtly be charg- 
ed with ſacrilegious robbery, on applying to him- 
ſelf any of the prerogatives of Gop' TE FaTHER, 
The inſtance of healing the Centurion's ſervant 
is equally remarkable for the ſtrange and unac- 
countable manner in which it was performed. 
% Logp, I am not worthy that thou ſhouldſt 
come under my roof; why not, if he was but 
a man like himſelf? But ſpeak the word 
only, and my; ſervant ſhall be healed,” what, 
by the word of one who is but a man like 
ourſelves? „1 am a man under authority, 
having foldiers - undet me, and I ſay unto 
this go, and he goeth; and to another come, and 
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he comethz and to my ſervant do this, and he 
Goth it, plainly intimating that he:genfidered 
Jesus as baving the ſame power over diſcaſes, as 
he himſelf had over his ſoldiers. At che werd 
of command to call them, or te end them 

y 3 and in chis, lay the greatneſs of his 
ch, ſo juſtly; cclebrated by the Heavenly 
peaphet. Let ess was:do far from attempting 
d convince him of his error, that he evν con 
Roms him in it: by applauding his cfaich; A 
hen granting his requeſt, /withour, any reference 
made-t0 an influence ſuperior to his on volition, 


Certainiy i Issus was but a mere man poſſe ft | 


only of a delegated power, acting in every re- 
ſpect in a ſubordinate capacity, he was culpable 
in not calling upon that ſuperiar name, in Which 
he; performed all his operations. His diſciples, 
bow abſurd ſoeyer in other reſpects, maimtained 
a conſiſteney in chis part af their character; 
fer althongli they gught many miracles, they 
Ad none but in che ame of Jesus or: NeEZAARTI. 
10 this, they. did not aſcribe to the: Power of 
the Father only, the miracles which! chey:;wronght, 
but to his holy child Jetus.:-and they did not, 
liks himp claave room, ta ſuppoſe, that they per- 
formed; mi rac les by their on perſona] authority. 
Mahammed would have told the people in ſuch a 
caſe; that: he wrought, only <y. 'the permiſſion of 


_ God; as he indeed tells us as the caſe with Jeſus; 


Which alſo ſeens to be the ſenſe of the ulrtuous 
Sooinian dectoss. 91001 ene ene, 
The ame chapter furniſneth us with three 
other inſtances of his miraculous powerlz in heals 
ing Peter's wife's mother, of a fever rebuking 
therwind:and ſea, as if he had ben their Maker 
and Governor caſting legions of devils out of 
the dęmoniac, and permitting them tocenter: 1 
81 | the 


„ 0% 
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the” hetd bre. We may well fayy what man- 
ner of tat is this, the tòuch of whoſe hand 
makes the Leper clean; and baniſhes the moſt mas 
lignant fexer? Who at pleaſure controls the bois 
ſterbus wind, and calts the tempeſtudus ocean; 
But wheh' "we follow the thread of the ſtory a 
little father, we mut de ſhotked2With" horror; 
„ him give permiſſion to devils, to 
vn and deſtroy the ſwine belonging to the 
neighbouring farmers.” Might we not well aſk 
him, as dle Jews did on another occaſion, by 
whit authority doſt-thou theſe things?” 

Lou fay, Sir, that Jeſus was commiſſioned by 
Gov. But have you" duly” conſidered the pro- 
of your aſſertion? Can-ic ever be, that Gon 
| Ea "commiſſion to him to deſtroy the 
| Peoples ende Without ſöme cauſe Gn their own 

N Ot qe you think, 'that drouning the ſwine 
was the i vi to convince! them of the 
truth of hi dr ine ? But every dificulty-vaniſh- 
eth, hen we cohfider im as the bleſſed Gop- 
Mak, whok are the (cattle on a thouſand hills; 
and reflect, that thoſe Gerpeſenes cutried on an 
inlet race wih the Gentle nations.” * 
ſine for the uſe of the Heathens, though forbid: 
den "their ue by che national law; Gbewein | 
feiner feth Was held an abormnation. I thy; when 
thefe things are conſidered; every art of the Re- 
deetnier's conduct is hot only Juſh but per- 
feckly confiſtent Wirk his legiſlative rectitude and 

guat : ür he could never be juſtified, on 
| 0, that he was but a mere man, in all 
1 — ie Lurkelvek⸗ Neither would it give us 
A 6b” idea of the benevolence! of his-dif- 


Seton, nor even of his moral” rectitude and 
virtue. L ina TOE αt 
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aper 3: as it manifeſtly appears upon the 
a 


ce of the text, that, Jeſus conſidered himſelf, 


inſtrument, according to you. But what muſt 
aſtoniſn every rational Chriſtian, is, Jeſus himſelf 


confirms the-evangeliſt's teſtimony, Luke viii. 45. 


Jeſus ſaid ſomebody bath: touched me: for 'vigTVUE 


18 GONE OUT. OF ME.” Now if he wrought no 
miracles, but by the permiſſion of the Father, as 
Mohammed ſays, or performed all his works by 
the power of the Father, as you would have us 
to believe, was he not ſhamefully. wanting in 


zeal for God, to talk in this ſtrain, © virtue is 


gone out of E? What virtue, I pray you, ſhould 
out of one, who is in all reſpects but a man 
like ourſelves ? If there is but Owꝝ Gop, in Oxx 
Prxsox, the FarhzkR only, and if  Jesus CHRIST 
was a teacher ſent from him; was it not his buſi- 
neſs, to lead the people to the Far RA onLy, 
inſtead of leading them to himſelf? But inſtead 
of that, he works miracles, and does not ſo much, 
as mention the name of the Father in them; yea 
even tells the people, that the virtue by which 
thoſe miracles were effected, came entirely out of 
himſelf, as its ſource. Indeed, Sir, it will be very 


difficult to clear the character of Jesus from the 


charge, of robbing ibe DkIrv, on ſu poſition, that 
he is no more than a man like ourſelves. 
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But the difficulty" diſappears, when we conſi - 
der holy Jeſus as the divine Immanuel; as in re- 
ality, "God manifeſted in the fleſn; for then all 
this is perfectly becoming him, as the ſeat of vir- 
tue, and ſource of healing. There needed not 4 
higher ſpring of felicity to man, not a ſtronger 
arm to finiſh either temporal or eternal ſalvation.— 
1 beg, that if Jeſus be only a man like ourſelves, 
and yet muſt be embraced as our only Lord and 
Saviour, that his character may ſtand fair and un- 
impeachable, otherwiſe we ſhall be obliged to 
prefer the Mohammedan to the Chriſtian religion. 
The above inſtances may ſerve as a ſpecimen 
of the miracles of Jeſus; more are ready whene- 
ver the cauſe of religion ſhall appear to require 
them; at preſent, I ſhall: only add, that, of all 
the miracles/performed by Jzsus of Nazareth, 
I recolle&' only one, in which the FarHER is at 
all invoked. This ſingular inſtance was, when 
ſtanding by the grave of Lazarus of Bethany, he 
thus addreſſed hs Father, « Father I thank thee 
that thou haſt heard me. And I know that thou 
heareſt me always; but beeauſe of the people 
which ſtand by, 1 ſaid, that they my THRIVE 
that thou haſt ſent me.“ 
This is underſtood as purpoſely done, to ma- 
nifeſt his ſubordinaey as man, and Mediator; 
ſeeing, that if all his works had been rformed, 
without any mention of the FaTaes, the whole 
ſyſtem of miracles would have contributed no- 
thing to ſupport the doctrine of the ever bleſſed 
Trinity, how much ſoever thoſe miracles might 
have tended to ſet forth his own eternal power 
and Godhead, And even here, it is remarkable, 
that his addreſs does not conſiſt of prayer, but 


of thankſgiving; nor dbes it manifeſt any ſubor- 
dinacy but in the human: nature. 


To 
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T9 keepnclear 3 Aulhieb might 
a our oiptment, banlgdebſemig hat- A 
Ware, yeu will alledge in Chriſt'sadefsoe, that 
be made a general projteion.upen wort erraſiong 
than ang, of ſobofdinacy ne dhe Father, apd-of 
his. hewing good works rom the Fecher: ag John 
x. 32. But chen it will he anHH,ed why, did he 
not upon all oggaliong [ran which he exerted a 
miraculous power bear. big te ſtimonys that the 
people miglit not be miſed into a wrong: notion 
of his perſondand authority ? The- — th 
Centurion, the. woman: with the :iblgody; 
were ſent away without: any ſuch information, 3 
any caution againſt baſieying in Hs gs the ſourco 
of healing. Cenſequently this very, profeſſion 
ſerves, only to embarraſs is character the more; 
cop ust gonſider bie congudt: in the following 
ht. ry ie all along. that heywrewght, na 
works . but by che pewer.of the! Father; and on 
partſeular occaſions copently cn feſſes itt vet. the 
far greater part of his Werks were performed 
— znychifible reference had tnsthe Father: 
and che ſubjects upon hom he, exereiſed his 
miraculloys:.pawer, were, far the mpſtt part left 
to conclude, that they were gur ed merely by tho 
perſonal authority ef theg immediite operator; 
—— Eg Aly; ſpoken by hian uus 
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| al hos Kit be gelen, DAS ale pon of 

a ity is proper Dei , ipftead off gend . . 
ſithordinacy to the Fat chert It will be ah fwered, e th 1975 
Eching che doctrine of truth; there was ne neceſſity for it; by 
being a matter perfectly indifferent, whether that. doctrine is 
publiſhed mediates by Gad, hjm{elf, - Of By mediately by 4 
commiſſioned | inflrument, ſc ſeeing + is in both gaſes, qually au- 
thentic. But When he performs ' works pecutt far tity, 
without Ippeding to any ſuperior power, we can never be 
damned, ſnrely. for belong: en e 
— appertaining to Ss fi. . 


4 


have 


tal 


have convinced them of the S So that 
this, inſtead e bim from the charge of 
robbing the Deity, ofily ſerves 10 U * rm it. 

But every cloud difoerſerh, every difficulty va- 
niſheth, when we conſider him as; according to 
the ſeripsares, actingo ina wofold capacity b 
Ewing kis game Immanuel. As Man, an 
Mediatergcncting in fabordinäcy 10, and? by tho 
authoritylof the Fatutw: und as a Uvine perfor 
dwelling in/xhe fleſh, ar dhe wich the Father, ate 
ing in Kis on name, (und by his o perſonal aus 
thority.\ 5 And 1Thinkwicourtronfdering him in 
this light, it is morully2ipoſiible! taoclear him 
froth. the Charge of: F 
robbing the Dae. ne bag 20 
air 03 ell flint 10g of 15289 
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T is now time to come to CHRIS T's application 
of Old Teſtament propheſies to himſelf, and 
to treat of his uſual manner, of confounding 


himſelf with Dr Ir v, in: which, it ſhall be left to 


you to determine, whether ſuch conduct can be 
juſtified by the laws of piety, or even by thoſe 
of ſober intelligence, on ſuppoſition always, that 
your plan of doctrine be genuine goſpel. You ſeem 
to be apprehenſive of ſome difficulty, ariſing from 
this conſideration, from the great pains you have 
taken in your familiar illuſtration, to explain 
away ſome of thoſe paſſages of ſcripture, which 
bear hardeſt upon your irrational ſcheme. This, 
Sir, demonſtrates the obſcurity of the ſcriptures, 
and may in ſome meaſure aſſiſt me, in my deter- 
mination, whether the religion of Ixsus, accord- 
ing to your plan of doctrine, or the Mohamme- 
dan religion ſhall be adopted. _ "= 
— 22 hearts of the children of men is 
claimed by the MosT HI as his ewn prerogative, 
Jer xvii. 10. I the Loop ſearch the heart, I try 
the reins.” This has been aſcribed to him by his 
church in all ages, as might be ſnewn in number- 
leſs inſtances. And would we not from hence be 
led to ſuppoſe, that none beſides the mosT HOH 
_Gop, could pretend to ſearch the heart, and try 
the reins of the ſons of men. Indeed the ſcrip- 
tures of the Old Teſtameat give all poſſible en- 
couragement to this notion; for Solomon, in his 
prayer at the conſecration of the temple, 2. Chron. 
vi, 30. ſays, THOU ONLY knoweſt the hearts of 
the children of men,” If I am not —_ 
that 


nicate the power and prerogative of ſcarchin 
heart, and try ing the reigns of the ſons of men, 


[ 65 ] 
that which is peculiar to Gop ONLY, as ſearching 
the heart, is here ſaid to be, muſt in its own na- 
ture be incommunicable: for were it communi- 


cable to a creature, it could not be peculiar to Gop 
himſelf... Were it poſſible that God ſhould commu- 


g the 


to a mere creature, even to a man like ourſelves, 
as you alledge, it could with no propriety be ſaid 


of him, that be only ſcarcherh the heart; ſeeing, 
another beſides him, actually knoweth the heart, 
and ſearcheth the reins of the children of men. 


A teacher ſent from Gob, muſt neceſſarily be 


conſidered, as one that knows the Divine mind, 


eſpecially in every thing relative to his own perſo- 


nal miſſion; one that will, on all occaſions, preſerve 


the moſt awful diftance between himſelf and his 


Maker; for this ſeems to be effential to true pie- 


ty, hich, you know, cannot be ſeparated from 


the character of a good man,. We cannot there- 
fore ſuppoſe, that Izsvs was ignorant of Solomon's 
confeſſion of the Mosr nion Gop, as the only 
ſearcher of hearts. Uis profeſſed” deſign in com- 


ing into the world was to fulfil the law and the 
prophets, not to deltroy their teſtimony. We 
cannot therefore but wonder, he ſhould ſuffer his 
evangeliſts to aſcribe that perfection to himſelf, 
in flat contradiction to the teſtimony borne by 


Solomon. I fay contradiction, on ſuppoſition that 


—— 


children Fe. men. 


your doctrine wete true. They tell us, that Jesus 


ſaw the thoughts of the Jewiſh cavillers : that he 
needed not that any ſhould teſtify of man, be- 


cauſe he knew what was in man. Surely this was 
to all interits and e e confounding him with 


that Gon, who only knoweth the hearts of the 
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But what muſt we think, when we find Jesus 
Carr applying Solomon's confeſſion to himſelf 
in perſon? He gives us all poſſible reaſon to believe, 
that he is eſſentially that very being, whom So- 
lomon addreſt on that occaſion. Devout Solomon 
fays; ** THou onLy knoweſt the hearts of the 
children of men.” Jesvs replies, Rev. ii. 23. I am 
he which ſearcheth the reins and hearts.” He 
even ſeems to wiſh this declaration to be pub- 
Iſhed abroad by his heralds as the true doctrine 
of the goſpel; for he ſays, © and all the churches 
all know, that I AM ne that ſearcheth the reins 
and hearts.” If therefore but a mere man like 
'ourſelves, he was guilty of the higheſt preſump- 
tion, and took the moſt likely way poſſible to lead 
us into idolatry. For ſo long as we believe him 
to be the ſearcher of hearts, and trier of the reins 
of men, we are under an unavoidable neceſſity of 
worſhipping him, with the ſame divine honours 
which we aſcribe to the FarHER. And ſhould 
we be damned for ſo doing, muſt not our ruin 
be laid to his charge, who, by aſcribing divine 
Honours to himſelf, inſtead of maintajning that 
lowly diſtance becoming a creature, has been the 
bccaſion of it? 2 | 
I do not wonder, that people of your perſuaſion 
are ſo much offended with the revelation of John 
the divine, as to wiſh it cut off from the ſacred 
Canon, it is ſo extremely adverſe to your ſcheme 
of irrational religion; which, if the ſcriptures be 
true, muſt be the abſurdeſt ſyſtem of enthuſiaſm, 
to be met with amongſt modern Fanatics. One 
caution, however, I would beg leave to give thoſe 
ENTHUSIASTS, who are ſo zealous to get rid of 
this part of holy ſcripture; and that is, well to 
conſider a certain paſſage in it, Rev. xxii. 18, 
19. For 1 teſtify unto every man, that heareth 
| | the 


tw) 
the propheſy of this book, if any man ſhall add 
unto theſe things, Gop ſhall add unto him the 
plagues. that are written in this book. And if 
any man ſhall take away from the words of 
the book of this prophecy, Gop ſhall take away 
his part out of the book of life, and out of the 
holy city, and the things which are written in 
this book”, If there is but a bare, poſſibility of 
the Revelation being divinely given, and if its 
ſacred contents are guarded in ſuch a manner, 
that even to add to, or diminiſh from them ſhall 
be puniſhed with the ſevereſt penalty, will it not 
be very dangerous to attempt expunging of the 
whole? 3 „ 
After all, if it ſhould appear at his ſecond 
coming, that pur Jeſus is none other than the 
ANCIENT OF DAYS, Gop over all bleſſed forever- 
more incarnated in the fleſh, what a plight muſt 
they be in, who are now mad with enthuſiaſtic 
zeal, againſt the doctrine of his proper Deity, as 
One with the FaTHtr and the Holy Grosr ? 
Theſe things certainly merit our moſt ſerious con- 
ſideration, as our Gop is not to be trifled with. 

Was this the only inſtance of his applying to 
himſelf thoſe parts of Old Teſtament prophecy, 
which undoubtedly have the ſupreme Gop for 
their object, it might be paſſed over as a peculiar 
inſtance, in which it is ſuppoſed, the ſacred pen- 
man was miſtaken, But we find it to be his con- 
ſtant practice, as well as that of his apoſtles, and 
muſt therefore conclude, that either your doct- 
rine is blaſphemous enthuſiaſm, or he himſelf an 
arrant impoſtor: as there does not to me appear 
to be any medium. 1 „ 

That in Iſaiah Ixi. is evidently referable only to 
the ſupreme Gov, from what is ſaid in verſe 8. 
For I the Lord love judgment, I hate robbery 

| F 2 | tor 
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WR zurnt per ing. and T will direct their el in 


. «truth, and I will make an everlaſting covenant with 
them.” If the ſpeaker can at all be known by his 
ſtile, ſurely Jenovan is the ſpeaker here; yet 


the {ame auguſt perſon condeſcends to an hum- 
bler, even a ſubordinate capacity, and in the be- 


ie of the chapter ſpeaks of himſelf in the 


ation of a ſervant, and ſets forth the divinity of 
his miſſion as ſuch. © The ſpirit of the Lony 
Gop is upon me, becauſe he hath anointed me, 
&c. Here then is a ſervant, who calls himſelf 
Inova, and ſpeaks, as if be were the ſupreme 


Gov, and Lawgiver to his people. Yet Jesvs, 


who, you ſay, is but a man like ourſelves, in 
Luke iv. applies the whole of this to himſelf : for, 
afrer quoting this paſſage/ from Ifaiah, he ſaid, 
This day is the ſcripture fulfilled in your eyes.“ 

By which he muſt mean to perſuade his audience, 


that he himſelf was the identical perſon there ſpeak- 


| ing in the ſpirit of propheſy. 


The perſon whom the prophet repreſented, aſ- 
ſumes the name and character of the Loxrp, or 
Jznovan ; by which name Gop only is known in 
Jacob: but Jeſus in effect tells the people that he 
was that perſon, this day is this ſcripture fulfill- 


ed in your eyes.“ I hate robbery, ſays he in the 


prophecy, but the contrary appears in the appli- 


ation of it to himſelf, on ſuppoſition that he is 


but a mere man like ourſelves. “ 1 love judg- 
ment;” but how does this appear, if he aſſumes di- 
vine titles, and prerogatives. when in reality he 
is not a divine perſon ? „ And I will make an 


everlaſting covenant with them ;” from whence 


one would, at firſt view, be apt to conceive him 


to be an everlaſting Bring ; or how ſhould his co- 
venant ſtand ? Morcover that he had an eſſential 


perſonal * to make a covenant with his people. 
What 
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What $2214 we think is the deſign of a mere 
man, if we heard him aſeribing to himſelf the ti. 
tles of the ſupreme Gop, and, at the ſame time, 
avowing himſelf to be the faithful and true wit- 
neſs? Muſt we not conſider him as an impoſtor, 
and his doctrine worthy to be treated with the 
greateſt contempt? It will be in vain to alledge 
in his excuſe, that” the divinity of his miſſion 
warranted his aſſumption of thoſe appellations, 
ſeeing ſuch warrants, and ſuch practices reſulting 
from them, are wholly unknown among men. 
The commiſſion of a prince will authoriſe his 
ambaſſador, to ſpeak in the name of his mafter, 
but will never warrant his aſſuming his maſter's 
name, and titles of honour. How would their 
high mightineſſes, the States of Holland look 
upon Sir Joſeph York, were he to ſay to them, 
am King George III. defender of the faith, 
&c.” Would they not conclude, that he was 
either a traitor, or a madman? If he ſpeaks 
only in the name of his maſter, they may under- 
ſand his addreſs; but if he ſhould ſay, I and 
Kine GEORGE are one: or he that hath ſeen me 
hath ſeen King Grorecx, they would certainly be 
at a loſs to guels his meaning. «Even fo, if Jeſus 
had barely ſaid, the ory loveth judgment, &c.“ 
the people might have known his meanin 
But when he ſays, I JEHOVARH love Jagen 
and hate robbery, &c.“ No man can think that 
he means to repreſent: himſelf, as no more than'a 
mere creature. So that at all events, if to wor- 
ſhip him as Gop in our nature be idolatry, he 
himſelf has given-:oveaſion to our error, therefore 
deſerves the whole blame of our deſtruction, if 
we ſhould indeed be damned for believing in 
_ ag ſuch. 'T heſe conſiderations make greatly 
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for the prophet Mobammed, who never confound- 
ed himſelf with Deity ; never profeſſed himſelf 


to be more than a mere man, inſpired not by the 


Hol Gnosr, but by the angel Gabriel; conſe- 
quently that his religion is rather to be choſen, 
than the enthuſiaſm of Socinians and rational 
Diſſenters. 

But the anſwer which Jeſus gave to John's 
diſciples, when ſent to him with a very peremp- 
tory meſſage, demanding. a categorical anſwer, 
will further. tend to prove our poſition, and to 
give the aſcendency to Mohammed the prophet, 
as in all reſpects more tender of the divine cha- 
racter and perfections. Mat. xi. 3, 4, 5, 6. Art 
thou be that ſhould come, or do ve look for ano- 
ther ? Jeſus anſwered and faid unto them, go and 


ſpew John again thoſe things which ye do hear and 
e; the' bling receive their fight, the lame walk, 'the 


tepers are cleanſed, and the deaf hear, the dead are 
raiſed up, and the poor have the goſpel preached un- 
to them. And 1 is be, ee Tr not be 
offended i in me. 


This anſwer ja in effect the Gans) 1 if. he 


bad faid, * go your way and tell John, that you 


have ſeen the xxxvth chap. of Iſaiah fulfilled in my 
miniſtry ;” for this anſwer is nothing ſhort of 4 
clear declaration, of the - fulfilment of that pre- 
diction, verſes 4, :5, 6. | Behold your Gon will 
come with. vengeance, even Gop with:a;recom- 
pence, he will come and ſave you. Then the 
eyes of the blind ſhall be opened, and the ears of 
ite deaf ſhall be unſtopped. Then ſhall the lame 
leap as an hart, and the tongue of the dumb 


* ſhall ſing, &c. So ſays the prophet. And Ix- 


zus ſays, go ye and tell John, that all theſe things 
are come to Paſs. Now as it was never — 
| that 


11 c 
that theſe things ſhould come to paſs, till Gop 
came with vengeance, and our Gop with a recom- 
nce to fave us: muſt not the anſwer given by 
64 . .naturally lead John and his Dijciples to 
8 that their Gov was actually thus come, 
nic yer y ſign of his Coins was made ma- 


ere is no care taken either by the prophet or 
ay himſelf, to guard the people againſt 
HY upreme. honour 1 to that perſon, in whom 
ch mighty works did ſhew forth themſelyes, 
But on the contrary, they both concur, in giv- 
ing us room to belive, that he was none other 
than Gop manifeſted in the fleſh, Wherefore if 
it be idolatry to worſhip! Jesvs CurisT, with 
the ſame worſhip which we pay to the FATHER, 
the blame lies not with us, but with himſelf, 200 
the penmen of the ſcriptures. That he even in- 
tended to be J as Gop in the human na» 
ture, is apparent from the concluſion of his an- 
ſwer, and bleſſed is he whoſoever ſhall not be 
ER in me. FO 4 
t was not opening o in eyes, unſtoppin 
of deaf ears, — ing were a Wie 55 
Jews but the grand offence was, * he, being a 
man, made himſelf Gop.“ And ſurely they were 
in the right, ſeeing no man could poſſibly have 
underſtgod him, to intend _ otherwiſe, without 
plainly inverting his language. Had he bid 
John's. Ge les to tell their maſter what they ſaw, 
and at the ſame time to caution him againſt con- 
ſidering him as a Divine PERSON, there would 
haye been a propriety in his conduct, and he had 
not been Sous e to the idolatry of his dif- 
—.5 58 ed . be the lubjeet of my 
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Mean while 1 would obſerve, that if there 
really are THREE, that bear record in heaven, the 
Farhea, the Won p, and the Hol v Gnost ; and 
if Jesvs CHR1sT is none other than the divine 
Worp made fleſh, and who dwelt among us; 
then his conduct is perfectly conſiſtent ; he ſtands 
acquitted of ſacrilegiouſiy robbing the ALMton- 
Ty, Which he never can be, if your doctrine be 
true. 1 do not pretend to ſay, whether John's 
teſtimony be an interpolation or not, as I never 
ſaw the identical copy, that may be called the 
original, I mean that Which was in the apoſtles 
hand -writing. And 'this J deem neceſſary, be- 
fore I ſhall believe thoſe ENTHUsrasTs who affirm, 
its not having been in the original: I verily 
think none but an enthuſiaſt,” will be daring 
enough to make this aſſertion,” without havin 
reviouſly examined that identical original copy. 
Therefore from your bold affirmation of 85 
interpolated, 1 ſhould ſuppoſe; that you have been 
favoured with that privilege,” e. 
Once more we muſt repeat our obſervation, 
in fayour of Mohammed, that in no place of his 
Koran, does he aſſume any divine title, or male 
uſe of language calculated to make his follows 
ers conſider him, as any other tflan a" man, 
whom Gop had honoured” as a reformer of re- 
ligion, Never once in any ſenſe confounds him- 
ſelf. with Gop, having the Ar perfect abhors 
rence of that idolatry, which exalts a creature to 
an equality with Gop the FarnER. I conclude 
therefore, that if Jesus CurisT be but a 
mere man like ourſelves; one who has no per- 
ſonal title to divine worſhip, we had better at 
once reject the Bible, as an abſtruſe book, ftuffed 
wich inccherence, ambiguity, and a ata ay 
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and receive. the Koran, as the mind of God, 
book which ſets the doctrine of Gop and Curisr 
in a more conſiſtent, clear, and intelligible point 
of view, if- your religion be e N "8 woes 
Chriftun een TAE 
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I am, reverend Sir, = 


Yours, &c. 
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IL. ET T ER XVIII. 

REVIREND Sia ü PE 
AVING in my laſt ſhewn, that if your doc- 
trine be true, IE Sus CHRIS muſt have been 
one of the moſt unintelligible, not to ſay the moſt 
dangerous, of all preachers; I ſhall attempt in 
this, farther to demonſtrate the propoſition, by 
ſhewing the unhappy influence which his doctrine 
produced upon his immediate followers, who were 
to all intents and purpoſes as erroneous as the reſt 
of the Trinitarians. I am the more encouraged 
to this, from the viſible difficulty which even your 
adventrous pen laboured under, in endeavouring 
to find out their meaning, which nevertheleſs, to 

this hour, lies as deeply concealed as ever. 
Although I am like yourſelf, one of thoſe diſ- 
tinguiſhed geniuſes who love to ſtrike out from 
the beaten path, as we have both abundantly ſhewn 
in former lucubrations; I ſhall find myſelf now 
under a neceſſity of following you from page to- 
page, and from ſentence to ſentence, after the 
manner of polemic writers, or as Achilles follow- 

ed the Trojan hero round the walls of the city. 
You, Sir, with all your high intelligence, ſeem 
to be aware of the difficulty of explaining many 
paſſages of the apoſtolic writings, and are there- 
fore obliged to ſubſtitute a bold aſſertion, in place 
of a rational interpretation, a method generally 
adopted by all enthuſiaſts. The author of the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews, ſtiles him (Chrift) ſay you, 
ce the author and finiſher of faith. Which title is 
attributed to IEsus, with reſpect to the ſtate of 
and untverſal dominion, to which he is ex- 
alted by the FaTHer *.” It may be fo, eg 
. ut 

Fam. Illuſt, p. 25. 
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But certainly, it is in the higheſt degree improper. 
Either Jz8vs is not, or he is the author and finiſher 
of faith, If he is not, we ſhould not expect to 
hear him declared ſuch, by the Sp1r1T- of truth. 
If he is the author of faith, it will follow, that 
he is Gop as well as Man: ſeeing faith is in every 
ſenſe, not only the gift of Gop, but of his opera- 
tion, Now if faith is the gift of God, and of his 
operation, how abſurd is it to aſſert, that Jzsvs 
CunRisT is the Author and Finiſher of faith: ſee- 
ing he is but „a man in all reſpects like our- 
ſelves?” Or, to gratify curioſity a little, take the 
argument in the following order; if faith is only 
by the gift and operation of Gop, and if Jzsus 
Cnr1sT be really its author and ' finiſher, how, 
in the name of common ſenſe, is it poſſible, that 
he ſhould be 29 more than a man like ourſelves ? 
Is it not clear to every rational reader, that if 
the apoſtles, in one paſſage of their writings, tell 
us, that faith is the gift of Gop; of the operation 
of Gop,'&c. and in another, aſcribe faith to Jssus 
as its author and finiſher ; their intent is, if they 
knew their own meaning, to make us believe, that 
Jesvs CHRIST actually is God over all, bleſſed for 
evermore. | 4.85 yt: 
But enthuſiaſts and bigots to party opinions, 
will ſwallow any abſurdity without attempting to 
digeſt it. If the apoſtles were then divinely in- 


ſpired, and really knew their own meaning, will 


not this inſtance, from their writings, in ſome 
meaſure. juſtify our 'worſhip of Jzsus, in union 
with the'FaTHEr and the Holy Gnosr, as the 
TRUE Gop- and eternal life? If they knew not 
their own meaning, they were very unfit perſons - 

for being the founders of the Chriſtian Religion. 
Take a view 'of the matter according to your 
notions, Sir, and then judge of its . 
1 Faith 


„ 

Faith is the gift of Gon, and of the operation 
of Gop; Jeſus is the author and finiſher of faith, 
and yet he is no more Gon than we ourſelves a re. 
Or- thus, „ Jeſus is the author and finiſher of 
faith; yet is not faith either of his operation or 
his gift.“ What man of ſound underſtanding, 
would not wiſh to keep clear of a ſyſtem of en- 
thiGaſm ſo big with abſurdity, even when it im- 
poſeth itſelf upon mankind,” as rational religion? 
It puts me in mind of the Ass in maſquerade in 
the fable. The lion's ſkin could not (conceal the 
impoſition, But to diſmiſs this paſſage, I muſt 
Ay, that if the , apoſtles, knew Jesvs: CHRIST to 
be no more than a man like ourſelves, they were 
exceedingly blameable for expreſſing themſelves 
in language ſo obſcure and equivocal, no ſuch in- 
ſtance of ambiguity being found with the propbet 
of Arabia, when ſpeaking of Gon, or of CHRIST 
—A. 151 to vpihsa : T's F 
Four long quotation from the book of the Re- 
velation, / will very little mend the matter, ſeeing. 
implics/ an unjuſt inſinuation, as if the FPrinita- 
rians denied Jesus to ſuſtain any ſubordinate. cha- 
racter. On the contrary, it has been their con- 
ſtant practice to ſet him forth as Man and Media- 
tor, as acting in all reſpects in ſubordination to 
the /FaTatR, But they diſtinguiſh between his 
divine perſon, abſtracted from his humanity, as 
exiſting in the nity of the Godhead and his hu- 
man nature as: æxiſting in Union with that DivixE 
PERSON; They can therefore perfectly, and in 
the moſt rational manner, reconcile his ſupremacy 
As GOop-MaN with bis ſubordinacy, as Man and 
Mediator: Whilſt enthuſiaſts of every name con- 
found themſelves, by deny ing the, one or the other 
of theſe characters, ſo eſſential, to the perſon of 
our Redecemer. I ſincerely with, that our Zur 
1 lern 
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dern pretenders to ſuperior reaſon, were favoured 
with a larger meaſure of common ſenſe. 

But notwithſtanding this ſubordinacy, as you 
obſerve, he ſays (and the ſaying muſt be very 
ſtrange indeed) I am the Aipha and Omega, the 
beginning and the ending, which is, and which 
was, and which is to come, the ALMiofirr. You 
ſay, indeed, „that theſe high titles are attributed 
to Jeſus” But nothing can be plainer, Sir, than 
that he attributes them to himſelf, which {till mutt 
add to the difficulty Thar Jeſus is a teacher ſent 
from Gop, to teach the worſhip of the Farnuszr 
only, and yet declares of himſelf, that he is the 
Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the ending, 
which was, and which is to come, the Almighty ; 
is a conſideration that muſt puzzle every perſon of 
common underſtanding, who has not attained the 
addreſs of leaping over the plaineſt teſtimony. 
Conſequently, Sir, it makes greatly for the point 
I have in view, namely, to ſhew the obſcurenets 
and ambiguity of ſcripture language, on ſuppoſi- 
tion, that the Socinian ſcheme is the true Wan of 
Gop OUR SAVIOUR. 

To ſoften that ſtubborn word, ALmienTty, you 
have critically obſerved, that it ſignifies Rzler 
over all, A notable dilcovery, indeed! a dit- 

covery becoming a comprehenſive genius; eſpect- 
ally when it 1s conſidered, that to be ruler over all, 


requires a perſon to be mighty over all. For if he 


13 not mighty over all, how ſnould * be ruler over 
all? How can it be ſappoled, that he can rule 
thoſe beings over whom he has no power? And it 
he is mighty over all; after ail this circumlocution, 
the word reverts to its uſually accepted ſenſe, where 
I ſhall for the preſent leave it, and obſerve, that 
if he is mighty over all in any ſenſe, in that ſame 
3 there is none mighty over him; or to uſe 

your 
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your own phraſe. If he is ruler over all, it would 
ſeem, that there is none who rules over him, in 
that ſenſe in which he is ſaid to be Rul ER. After 
all, Lthink, in your exculpation of Jeſus from the 
charge of ambition, and of robbing the Deity, 

you might have found a more happy interpreta- 


tion of the word ALMIGHTY, than that of RULER 


OVER ALL, That, you know, is proper only to 
the great Gop ; and your aſcribing it to the little 
Cad, Feſus Chriſt *, tends to confirm us in our 
\ idolatry. 1 / Lat 

But ſuppoſing we could, by the depth of rea- 


| fon, make it appear, that the word ALmicyty 
means no more, than the ſounding word candouR. 


does with rational Diſſenters, that is, nothing at 
all ; we ſhall till find ourſelves woefully perplex- 
ed by the other parts of the Redeemer's claim. 
Admitting that you could take his omnipotence 
from him, what will you make of his being the 
beginning and the ending, which was, and which is 
to come? Which was. How long? Since the be- 
ginning of the Goſpel.— Who told you fo ? Why, 
are not the words of the Goſpel,” inſerted in 
the text? If the beginning is mentioned without 
any expletive, are we not under a neceſſity of un- 
derſtanding thereby, the beginning of Being or 
Exiſtence ; or, as it is otherwiſe expreſſed, the be- 
ginning of the creation of God? M bicb was ſince 
his Being ſet up. This was from everlaſting. 
Therefore I cannot ſay, though you can, when 


* Great God—A phraſe familiar to the lips of Arians and 
. . Socinians, who, if they mean any thing at all by it, and al- 
low Jeſus Chriſt in any ſenſe nominally,” or by vocation, or 
otherwiſe to be God, muſt neceſſarily account him to be but 


. Jeſus 


| 1 
Jeſus began to exiſt: becauſe, in my view, he ei- 
ther exiſted from everlaſting, or he does not now 
exiſt as the Saviour of ſinners. There was, in- 
deed, a man called Jeſus, appeared about 1740 
years ago, who made great pretenſions to a divine 
miſſion, But what is that to me? I am not ob- 
liged to believe every one who comes with ſuch 
pretenſions. Beſides, if he is not truly and pro- 
perly Gop, I have much better reaſon to believe 
in Mohammed than in him; ſeeing Mohammed ne- 
ver encroached upon the province of the Almigh- 
ty, never aſſumed names which might not be given 
to a mere man like ourſelves. I never can, there- 
fore, commit the keeping of my ſoul, and its 
everlaſting concerns, into the hands of one, the 
beginning of whoſe exiſtence is uncertain ; conſe- 
2 the Jeſus you talk of can be no Saviour 
or me. This leads me to take notice of the wiſ- 
dom of the rationals, who knowing that they have 


only a poor impotent man for their Saviour, take 


care not to overload him, therefore take it upon 
themſelves to finiſh tranſgreſſion, and make an 
end of fin; to propitiate the Deity, and work 
out their own ſalvation, under his common influ- 
ences or aſſiſtance. 

But, Sir, if Jxsus be what I with my whole 
heart believe he is; he had a juſt, a perſonal right, 
to every part of this aſſumption. And to tell you 
the truth, if he is not the bleſſed IM MANUEL, 
Gop manifeſted in our nature, I would as ſoon 
believe in Dr. Prieſtley, or the pope of Rome, or 
Mohammed, as the ſaviour of mankind, as in 

him. T his, Sir, I give you leave to publiſh at 
large, as the ſentiments of the abſurb Sh—r, and 
if you pleaſe, for this you may write me down 
Heretic, | | 


To 
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To return now to my ſubject after ſo Jorg 4 


wander, a thing which, you know from former 
Forreſpondence, I am in ſome meaſure ſubject un- 
to; give me leave to note that quotation of yours 
from Heb. i. 6*. When God bringeth in the firſt 
begotten into the world, he ſaith, let all the angels of 


God worſhip him. The uſe of the word, worſhip 


in other paſſages, and on other occaſions, is not 


the object of my preſent enquiry, but the certain 


ty of its ambiguity, according to your ſenſe of it. 
As to the Jews having no expectation of any other 
perion than a man for their Meſſiah, as you ſay 
they had, will admit of a doubt, ſeeing Dr. Watts, 
in his glory of Chriſt, as Gop-Max, has clearly 


ſhewed the contrary. Nor is the remark concern- 


ing Abraham's worſhipping of the angels altoge- 
ther to the purpoſe, ſeeing whatever he, might 


think of Two of them, it is clear, that to the 


Third, he paid ſupreme adoration, and intreated 
him as the Mosr HIGH Gop. 


I Paul had ſaid, let all the angels of Gop ho- 


nour him as a man whom Gop hath ſent, we ſnould 


have comprehended his meaning, and ſteered clear 
of that Chriſtian idolatry into which we have 
fallen. But to be told, that all the angels of Gop 
- muſt worſhip him, yet we ourſelves muſt not pay 
him divine adoration, tends to perplex us with 
uncertainty. But this paſſage is clogged with 
another abſurdity, - namely, aſcribing the name 
firſt begotten to Jesus CHRIT, as if he had 


been the FIRST BORN of every creature, and 


had an actual exiſtence prior to his incarnation ; 
which you are pleaſed to deny. So then the mat- 
ter may be thus ſtated. I Esus is the firſt begotten, 
yet he was not begotten till four thouſand years 
after millions of millions of angels and men were 

- | | created, 
Famil. Illuſt, 27, | 
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created, and is not now 1800 years or age; where- 
as Adam is much above 5000. The angels of 
God muſt worſhip him, and yet they muſt not 
worſhip him. All men muſt honour the Sp. 
even as they honour the FaTata ; and yet if any 
man aſcribe the ſame honour to the Son which is 
due to the FarHER, he ſhall be deemed an Idola- 
tor.” Can thar, Sir, be Scripture, the word of the 
living Gop, which is big with ſuch uncertainty ? 
Thus beclouded with obſcurity, that ſeventeen 
hundred years are now elapſed, and its meaning is 
{till doubtful ? Still a doubt, whether Chriſt is to 
be worſhipped as Gop, or honoured only as a good 
man and a martyr. 

From theſe remarks it is pretty clear, that your 
ſuperior reaſon is an ignis fatuus, which bewilders 
you, and leads you into difficulties inextricable : 
whilft a conſiſtent Trinitarian, with all his ſup- 
poſed abſurdity, preſerves the ſcriptures of truth 
in their native harmony, beauty, and glory, 
as the word of that Gop, who is of one mind for 
ever and ever. 1 ſcruple not therefore to aſſert, and 
it is not difficult to prove, that conſiſtent Trinita- 
rians are the truly rational Chriſtians; and that the 
Socinians themſelves are the abſurd enthuſiaſts of 
our generation. But more of this in my conclud- 
ing Letter. I ſhall trouble you with nothing far- 
ther this poſt, than a remark or two on that paſ- 
ſage, Col. ii. 9. In him dwelleth all the fulneſs 
of the Godhead bodily. The propriety of which 
ſeems to have ſtruck you ſo agrecably, if Jour 
words be indeed expreſſive of your meaning “. 

« This is a very proper expreſſion, being ſtrict- 
ly and literally true, though Chriſt himſelf was a 
mere man, ſince 215 wiſdom and power of the 

| One 


Fam. IIluſt. 22. 
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One true Gon, the FaTues, were manifeſted in, 
and acted by him.“ = RV 
So then, Doctor, you will go on to deal in myſ- 
teries, after all the ſalutary inſtructions you have 
received from ſo many different quarters. A 
very proper expreſſion; ſtrictly and literally true,” 
you ſay. 1 am abſolutely of the contrary opinion, 
and conſider it as a very abſurd and improper ex- 
_preffion; ſtrictly and literally falſe,” on ſuppoſition 
that he is but a mere man like ourſelves 
Pray, Sir, who is that Jeſus you talk about ſo 
much, as upon a /evel with yourſelf, and who not- 
withſtanding is the only perſon of whom it was 
ever ſaid, In him dwelleth all the fulneſs of the 
Godhead bodily ?” Some people would think, that 
here you pay a very uncommon compliment to 
yourſelf. From which, indeed, it may be infer- 
red, that you ſuppoſe the whole fulneſs of the 
- Gonntap. to dwell bodily in you? As we muſt. 
be under a kind of neceflity of coming to this 
cencluſion upon the premiſes. ©* In CagisT,” 
fays Paul, ©* dwelleth the whole fulneſs of the 
GoDnEap bodily.” „ Chriſt is in all reſpects but 
a wan like ourſelves,” ſays Dr. Prieſtley. Then 
mult it not be concluded, that the fulneſs of the 
Godhead does actually dwell bodily in us as well 
as in him? O James Nailor! I lament the hole 
Which the burning iron made in thy tongue, for 
thy ſuppoſed blaſphemy, ſeeing the moſt rational 
entlemen of this enlightened age, talk in ſtrains 
far ſuperior to thine in point of myſticiſm, impe · 
netrable to the eye of commonſenſe, 
Again I aſk: is this Jeſus, the only perſon in 
whom the wiſdom and power of the Ons true 
Gop THE FartHER were manifeſted ? Probably we 
Thall find as great works performed in the name, 
and by the power of Gop, through the inſtrumen- 
| | tality 
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_  tality of others: works even of a more public na- 
ture, than any you allow to have been performed 
by Jxsus of Nazareth. Did Jeſus heal the lepers 
that came to him? So did Elia. Did he raile 
the dead? So did that prophet. Did he ſhew the 
lory of Gor to his diſciples on mount Tabor? 
So did the other to his ſervant on the hill of Sa- 
maria. Did he turn water into wine? Moſes turns 
ed the rock into water. Moſes and Aaron wrought 
all the wonders of Gop in Egypt—Divided the 
Red Sea—Made the ſerpent that healed the plague 
in Iſrael, &c. ſo that 11 the wiſdom and power of 


| God, manifeſting themſelves by a man as their in- 


ſtrument, entitle him to be thus repreſented, with 
much more propriety may it be ſaid of Moses or of 
AARON, than of ]zsvus, ** In him dwelleth all the 
fulneſs of the Gopauzap bodily ;?. and yet no in- 
9970 penman ever aſcribed this dignity to thoſe Old 
eſtament prophets. | are 

It is certainly true, Sir, that in all your ſtudies, 
the doctrine of conſequences has had but a very 
lender ſhare. Permit me a ſecond time, to re- 
commend it to your ſerious conſideration. 

Truly rational Chriſtians, I mean thoſe who 
worſhip the ONE Gop in Trinity, as FaTHER, 
Son, any Holy Gnosr, avoid this difficulty, 
which abſurd: enthuſiaſts plunge themſelves into. 
They clearly ſee, that how great foever were the 


: 


works of Old Teſtament prophets, they were all 


performed in the name, and by the power of an- 
other; but their Chriſt performed his miracles by 
his own power, and received the glory of them 

himſelf. EE” | 
Moreover, is it not language dark and unintel- 
ligible, becoming none but a frantic enthuſiaſt, to 
talk of Jeſus being but a mere man, and yet the 
reſidence of the Gop READ, or the Divine EssEN E? 
| "4 | "£0 


e 
To have the whole fulneſs of the GGpHEAD dwel- 
ling bodily in him, and yet have no perſonal claim 
to proper DE1Ty, or perſonal Union with that ſame 

Gonk ap that is ſaid to dwell in him? Surely this 
manner of ſpeaking, is far from that plain and 
ſimple ſtile which even the runner may read, and 
in which the wayfaring man, though a fool, ſhall 
V 1 . 

It is every whit as difficult to conceive, how all 
the fulneſs of the GophEAD ſhould dwell bodily 
in a man, and yet that ſame ineffable Deity, ne- 
ver to have been in any ſenſe incarnated ſo as to 
dwell amongſt us. Can any man therefore be 

- blamed for giving the preference to Mobammed's 

Koran, a book that is clear from every ſentence, 
that ſo much as tends to confound either CHRISTH 
or Mohammed with pure and eſſential Deity ? Al- 
though in ſo doing we are obliged to reject the Bi- 
ble, as the moſt unintelligible and ambiguous of 
all writings whatever; as undoubtedly it is, if your 

ſcheme of doctrine be true. 4 


I am, 
REVEREND Sis, 
Yours, &c. 


J. MACGOWAN. 


LETTER 


. + Od 
CE-TTE RK 
| Reverend Sin, 


S8! could not poſſibly Is t the honour 

of ſufficiently explaining our ſubject by the 

laſt poſt, I hope you will have the goodneſs to bear 

with me, if by this I ſend you a few additional 

remarks upon the abſurdity of the penmen of the 

New Teſtament, and the viſible embarraſſment 

into which they have involved you, and the reft 

of your reverend brethren ; the preachers of a Je- 

ſus Chriſt in all reſpcts like yourlejyes, and not yet 
1800 years exiſtent. 

It might have been expetted, that a gentleman 
of your comprehenſive genius, would have a little 
attended to the paradoxical paraphraſe on John 1. 
which I tranſmitted to you in my Familiar Epiſtles, 
before you had again adduced it in favour of your 
ſcheme. The paraphraſe was juſt, upon your ap- 
plication of the text; and your ſilence has been 
underſtood to reſult from a conſcious incapacity to 
refute. But as that ſame paſſage has been preſſed 
1nto the ſervice of the Socinian enthuſiaſm, a ſe- 
cond time, directly contrary to its genuine inten- 

tion, I ſhall take the liberty to animadvert upon 
it, and on your application of it. ; 

eln the beginning was the Wor, and the 

Won was with Gop, and the Worp was Gop, 

&c. &c.” Theſe words, you think, interpreted in 

2 molt literal manner, only imply, that the Wor, 
or CHRIST, had a being before tne creation of the 
world, although he had, in reality, no exiſtence 
Prior to his being born of the Virgin : that he had 
the title of Gap, but by no means is to be conſi- 
dered as Gop, &c *.“ So then Gop called him 
what he really was not; and thus became acceſ- 

5 bc 3 "© 
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ſary to our idolatry. Was this acting the part of 
a wiſe and faithful Creator; or of a deſigning ad- 
verſary? This cannot be the Gop in whom I truſt, 


and whom I adore. | 
Tou have allowed, that the above-mentioned 
. Paſſage, if literally interpreted, does imply, that 
CarisT Jesus did exiſt before the creation of 
the world, and yet, in other productions of your 
Prolific pen, you boldly aſſert, that he had no 
Being prior to his birth of the Virgin. Even 
the ſubſequent paragraph, gives it as your opini- 
on, that the apoſtles intention was to overthrow 
the doctrine of fis pre-exiftence. bs. 
I ſhall, for the preſent, admit that to be the 
apoſtles intention, as it will ſuit my purpoſe, as 
well as if I was to ſuppoſe the contrary, and will 
ſerve to manifeſt the grand object I have in view, 
namely, the obſcurity of the penmen of holy 
writ, on ſuppoſition, that your doctrine be the 
Goſpel of Jeſus, I ſhall therefore conſider it in both 
views, 'as applicable either to Chriſt, or to the 
power and energy of God. In the beginning 
was the WorD ; the Worp whatever it was, was 
with Gop, and the Worp was Gop, and yet 
was not properly God. The fame was in the be- 
ginning with Gop, and yer was not in the begin- 
ning, nor for a great while afterwards, All things 
were made by him, yet he himſelf was a made 
Being. Without him was not any thing made that 
is made: and yet every thing that is, was made, 
and the whole of creation finiſned 4000 years be- 
fore he was born In him was life, ſuch life as we 
ourſelves poſſeſs; and the life was the light of 
men, by a virtuous converſation; and although 
he was but a man like ourſelves, his light ſhined 
in darkneſs, and the darkneſs comprehended it 
not.-He was in the world, and the world was 


made 


made by him, though he did not exiſt for 4000 


years after the world was made. He was in the 


world, and the world knew him not, although 


they believed in him as a man like themfely.s, 


— 


This ſame WorD was made fleſh, and yet Gop was 
in no ſenſe incarnated ; he dwelt among us, and 


yet the man in whom he dwelt was no more than 
a man like ourſelves. We beheld his glory, but it 
was not bis glory, but that of the FarHER upon 
him; as the only begotten of the Father; and yer 
the Father hath many ſons and daughters, begot · 
ten even as he was: full of grace and truth, and 
yet he is as much dependant on the FATHER as 
we are.” Such, Sir, is the true ſenſe of the, paſ- 
ſage, according to your plan of doctrine, if ap- 
plied to Jesus CHRIST, and how full of confuſion 


and abſurdity it is, the above may ſerve as a ſpe- 


eimen . 
1 ſhall now take it expreſsly in your ſenſe, as by 


the worD, the wiſdom, power, and energy of 


Gor: himſelf, being intended without any refer- 
ence whatever had to Jesus CHRIST, as a divine 
perſon exiſting in Deity, and then we ſhall have 
an oppertunity of ſeeing how much more it looks 


like the ravings of entbuſiaſin, than the cool ſober- 


neſs of infinite wiſdom. 


In the beginning was Gop, and Gop was 


Gop himſelf ; the ſame was in the beginning with 
' Gop—And Gop was made fleſh, and dwelt among 


us; yet that fleſh which Gop affumed, had no 
manner of perſonal Union with Gop. And we 
beheld the glory of Gon, as of the only begotten 


of the FarRHER full of grace and truth.“ 


Or you may take it thus, according to your - 
amended explanation *; © In the beginning of 
G 4 creation, 

* Fam, Illuſt. pag. 31. N 
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creation, were wiſdom and power; wiſdom and 
power were with God; and wiſdom and power 
were Gop. Wiſdom and power were made fleſh, 
aud dwelt among us, and we beheld their glory, 
the glory as of the only begotten of the Father 
full of grace and truth.” So that at all events, 
we mult have one that begets azother, that is begot- 
ten, even upon your pretendedly rational plan. 
But according to either of the above ſenſes, I 
pray you, now much does the apoſtles ſtile riſe 
above the level of nonſenſe ? Whether we under- 
Rand by the Worp Jesvs CnpisT, or the pow- 
er, wiſdom, and energy of Gon, it is obſcure, 
ambiguous, and equivocal. It has a direct ten- 
dency to lead us to believe, that there was a Be- 
ing called the Worp, long enough before the 
Virgin brought forth her Son; one who was a diſ- 
tinct perſon from the FaTner, and who of himſelf 
had a proper claim to Deity. Conſequently, if 
Jesvs is in reality none other than a mere man like 
ourſelves, and if the worſhipping of him as Gop in- 
carnate be idolatry, as you Ry it is, we have juſt 
cauſe to wiſn that John's goſpel had never been 
written ; or that it had been burnt, rather than to 
have fallen into our hands. And you know that this 
paſſage, becauſe of its great obſcurity, has very 
much tended to miſlead the idolatrous Trinitarians. 
They think it perfectly conſiſtent with their own 
views of the Redeemer's perſon, and find no dif- 
ficulty of accommodating it to their plan of doc- 
trine; whereas nothing leſs than all the wiſdom of 
the crooked ſerpent, will be ſufficient to accom- 
modate it to your ſcheme of rational religion, 
_ etherwiſe irrational enthuſiaſm, | 
I aſſure you, Doctor, that in reading your Fa- 
miliar Illuſtration, I very often think of the moun- 
tain in the fable, which, after ſuch a noiſe and out- 


cry 
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cry in labour, brought forth only a—mouſe, I 
might give you numerous inſtances of it if I was 
in the humour; but ſhall as uſual quote juſt as 
many as I think neceſſary. The firſt of which is 
that Rom. ix. 5. from pag. 32. of your Illuſtra- 
tions. Whoſe are the Father's, and of whom, 
as concerning the fleſh, CagrsT came, who is over 
all, Gop bleſſed forever. This may with equal 
propriety and truth be rendered, Gon, who is, 
over all, be bleſſed forever. The former ſentence 
ending with the word came.” 

It might have been obſerved, however, that the 
word came is not in the text, but ſupplied by the 
tranſlators with great propriety, You ſeem to 
confeſs, that our tranſlation of the paſſage is juſt, 
_ ſuppoſing, indeed, that your own tranſlation is 
only equally proper. ; | | 

It was certainly very inaccurate, however if, ac- 
cording to you, the writer has left this paſſage in 
ſuch a confuſed ſtate, as to miſlead the church for 

theſe ſeventeen hundred years. There have been 
men of learning in all the ages of the goſpel diſpen- 
ſation, and yet they could never ſee into this miſta- 
ken notion, but have gone on worſhipping the Sox 
even as they worſhipped the FaTHeR. So that, at 
all events, it ſerves to ſhew the obſcurity of the 
apoltolic writings, which 1s the point I contend 
for, in favour of A Koran and the Mohammedan 

religion. 6.25, 

To be ſure, the Trinitarians - believing in 

Cur1sT's Divinity, find no manner of difficulty 
uin this paſſage, They think that the apoſtle 
could not have delivered the mind of the Spirit, 
if he had written otherwiſe. They rejoice that 
they have a friend, who cah, without robbery of 
the Derry, claim an equality with the Father. 
| They 
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They think that no greater happineſs could ac- 
erue to the human- race, than to have one who is 
the friend of ſinners, and at the ſame time, is Goo 
over all bleſſed forever more. But they frankly 
allow a right to depend upon their own righteouſ- 
neſs, and to believe in a Saviour who is but a man 
like themſelves, to gentlemen who are not ſin» 
ners, but men of virtue; men of clear heads and 
found hearts, who are capable of comprehending 
all that they will believe. SY 
If Jeſus Chriſt be not God over all, we have an 
undoubted right to cenſure the apoſtle for the ob- 
ſecurity of his ſtile ; but if he ſhould prove at 
laſt none other than Gop incarnate, I tremble for 
the fate of thoſe enthuſiaſts who deny his proper 
Derry. For if he that deſpiſed Moſes' law died 
without mercy under two or three witneſſes ; of 
how much ſorer puniſhment, ſuppoſe ye, ſhall he 
be thought worthy, who hath trodden under foot 
the Sox or Gop, and hath counted the blood of 
the Covenant, by which the Son or Gop was ſanc- 
tified, an unholy thing, and done deſpite to the 
Spirit of grace? Seeing vengeance belongeth to 
him, and he will repay it. | mY 
Like unto this is that of i John v. 20, quoted by 
ou ®, and attempted to be explained away. But 
ow ridiculouſly we ſhall tee by and by. And 
we know that the Son of Gop is come, and hath 
given us an underſtanding, that we may know 
Em that is true, and we are in him that is true, 
even in his Son Jesvs CHRIST. This is the true 
God and eternal life The latter clauſe is un- 
doubtedly explanatory of the title, him that is 
true, or the TRUE Ox, as you obſerve. But I 
muſt beg your patience, whilſt I remark (1.) That 
not God, abſtractly conſidered, is repreſented in 
A | Scr ip- 
1 Fam. Illuſt, 32. 
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Scripture, as the life of his people, but Jeſus 
Chriſt, as _— from Col. iii. 4. compared with 

John i. 4. Is it not therefore evident confuſion to 
tell us in one place, * Chriſt is our life,” and in 
another, to direct us to a different perſon, and ſay, 

This is Eternal life.“ 

(2.) Who is ſaid to be the true One, beſides 
him that declares himſelf to be the true and faith- 
ful witneſs, the TRUTH itſelf? Is it not very ſtran 
to hear John pointing to an abſolute Gop, ſay- 
ing, * This is him that is true,“ and at the ſame 
time, to hear a man like ourſelves reply, I am 
the true and faithful witneſs: J am the truth it- 
ſelf.“ What can we think is either Chriſt's or 
the apoſtle's deſign? Which of them ſhall we be- 
lieve, ſeeing both cannot be right? 

(3.) Where are believers ever ſaid to be in God, 
excluſive of a Mediator? But we are in him that 
is true, ſays the apoſtle. You ſay, him that is 
true, intends the One Gop the FArRZR only. 
 Ought we not to have ſome ſcriptural warrant for 
ſuppoſing ourſelves to be in Gop the FaTyrr 
only? Would not this be ſomething like aſcribing 
perſonal Union with Deity to ourſelves, whilſt we 
deny it to his onLY BEGOTTEN Sow JEsus? 

Nothing can, 1 think, be plainer, than, that 
the apoſtle intended us to confider Jzsvs CHRIST 
the Son of the Father, as him that is true, the 
Truth, or the TRUE One; and that of him he 
ſays, This is the true Gop and ETERNAL LI e, 
in the Union of the divine Eſſence.“ If he had any 
other" intent, he might ſurely have hit upon a more 
happy and intelligible method of expreſſing him- 
ſelf, eſpecially if inſpired by the Holy Ghoſt, as 
4s generally believed. 


That 
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That paſſage, John xx, 28 . * Thomas an- 


ſwered and ſaid unto him, my Lonxp, and my 
Gor,” mult by no means be omitted, though I 
troubled: you with my thoughts upon it, on a 
former occaſion. Since ee have ſeen a very 
ingenious and uncommon explanation, written by 
one of your warm Kentiſh Votaries, which in ſub- 
ſtance is as follows, Thomas meeting Jeſus ve- 
ry unexpectedly, in a ſurprize, cried, my Lorp, 
I did not expect to have ſeen you now—My God! 
is it you?“ Thus this fanatical writer, who jum- 
bles both houſes of parliament, Doctor Dawſon, 
and the ſhaver together, in the ſame incoherent 
erformance, ſuppoſes, that Thomas the apoſtle, 
in order to teſtify his joy at ſeeing his maſter, took 
the Almighty's name in vain: and that Jzsvs, out 
of zeal for the FaTHxR's glory, ſuffers that pro- 
phaneneſs to go unreproved, and even encourages it. 

Your explanation is much more genteel, but 
very little more to the purpoſe. Seeing, with all 
your addreſs, you have not exculpated the apoſtle 
Thomas from the charge of idolatry, in worſhip- 
ping Jeſus the Son as his LoRD and Gop, If 
another, eſſentially, diſtin& from Chriſt, is intend- 
ed by Lord and Gop in the text, why are we not 
told of it in the context? If we are not told of 
it, how can we be juſtly damned for not knowing 
it? How can we believe without a preacher ? 

1 John v. 7. There are three that bear record in 
heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt : 
and theſe Three are One. If you, Sir, or Sir Iſaac 
Newton, really have ſeen John's original copy of 
this epiſtle, and caretully peruſed it, 1 muſt be- 
lie ve your aſſertion, That this verſe was not in 
It. Bur then it only ſerves to ſhew, that our Bible 
is, by the villainy of T rinitarians, got into ſuch a 

corrupt 
. Fam, Illuſt. 33. 
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corrupt ſtate, that it is high time to reje& it, and 
embrace the Koran, I know divers others, have 
as clearly proved, that it was in the original co- 
pies, but what then; {till I ſhall carry my point, 
ſeeing that not one ſentence of the Koran has been 
ever queſtioned in point of originality. Indeed, 
much is due to the teſtimony of Sir 1/aac Newton, 
provided he could read the book of Scripture with 
as much propriety as he could the book of Nature, 
but of this there are ſome doubters, who intend no 
diſreſpect to that aſtoniſhing genius. But the more 
his teſtimony avails, the ſooner we ſhall get rid of 
the Bible, and have the Turkiſh Koran eſtabliſhed 
as the pure word of the living Gop; reje& Jeſus, 
and embrace the prophet Mohammed as by far the 
moſt conſiſtent. | | 
That in 1 Tim. iii. 16. God was manifeſt in the 
Feſh, you tell us, is alſo in a corrupt ſtare . But 
why all this labour, in turning over muſty manu- 
ſcripts, enough to give one the peſtilence? Seeing 
you 'own, that even our tranſlation 1s literally 
true? You ſay, that the Father, who was in him, 
did the works. This 1s what perplexes us, that 
the Father ſhould live and act in the fleſh of Je- 
ſus, as a ſoul lives and acts in the human body, and 
that after all, this fleſh in which God was manifeſt- 
ed, had no manner of perſonal Union with the 
Derry, any more than we ourſelves have, accord- 
ing to your aſſertion. 
One quotation more from the apoſtolic writings, 
and then I ſhall conclude, for really I begin to 


tire of the ſubject, it is ſo full of confdſion; 


therefore I beg to be excuſed. from following you 
any farther upon it, than juſt to note the impro- 
8 priety 

* IIluſt. 38. Note, referring to the great pains Dr. Prieſtley 


tells us he has taken in examining many rare manuſcript copies 
of the New Teſtament, | 
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riety of that, Col. i. 15, on ſuppoſition, that 
prey Chriſt had no expiggce prior to his being born 

of the Virgin. 
.* Who is the image of the inviſible God, the firſ 
born of every creature. For by him were all #bjngs 
created that are in heaven, and that are in earth, vi- 
fille and inviſible, whether they be thrones or . 


ons, or principali oy or Powers all things were cre- 


ated by bim and for bim, and he is before all things, 
and by him all things conſiſt.” 

What could the apoſtle mean, by calling him 
the firſt-born of every creature, when ſome crea». 
tures were actually born more than four thouſand 

ears before him, according to your reckoning ? 

o ſay, that all things in heaven and earth, viſi- 
ble and inviſible, were created by him, when the 
truth is, he created none of them, but was even a 

created Being himſelf? That all things ſubſiſt by 
him, ſeeing he is but a mere man like ourſelves ? 
That he is before all things, notwithſtanding the 
heavens and earth, angels, men, devils, and brutes 
and vegetables, were before him for many ages? 
I enter into no Sow with you, except, whether 
the apoſtle expreſſes himſelf in a manner in which 
people of common ſenſe are likely to underſtand 

im, as intending a mere man, who had no being 
but a very few months or years before himſelf? 

Yet I bave heard this ſame Paul, by ſome of 
your people, highly applauded as a great man, a 
wonderful man, a prodigy of genius, &. not- 
withſtanding all his abſurdities and . wien 
your 1 . doctrine. | 
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T TYAVING in my two laſt, given a ſmall ſpeci- 
| men of the obſcurity and ambiguity of the 
apoſtolic: writings, on ſuppoſition, that your doc- 
trine is true; I ſhall in this venture to enquire, 
whether the conduct of the Jews, in putting 
Chriſt to death, ought to be juſtified or cenſured, 
ſuppoſing ſtill that he was but a mere man like our- 
ſelves. Awful as it is, it may be aſſerted, that if 
he was only ſuch, they had good reaſon for reject- 
ing him as an impoſtor, and for treating him as 

9 ee and chis, if true, will make the 

idolatry of Trinitarians appear more groſs and 
ſhocking. To aſcertain this point, it will be ne- 
ceſſary to enquire, whether they had a law againſt 
blaſphemy, and whether they went according to 
that law in their proceedings againſt him. 

The Jewiſh law inflicted death upon every blaſ- 
phemer, as appears John xix. 7. Lev. xxiv. 16, 

And he that blaſphemeth the name of the Lord, 
he ſhall ſurely be put to death, all the congrega- 
tion ſhall certainly ſtone him“; and agreeably to 
this law, they took up ſtones to have ſtoned Je- 
ſus, when they apprehended him to be. guilty of 
blaſphemy, in making himſelf equal with God, 

Seeing they had a law which doomed blaſ- 

hemers to death, it cannot be doubted, that the 

anhedrim, with the conſent of the Roman go- 
vernor, had a power of judging and condemning 
blaſphemers, according to that law: ſeeing the 
law had been given in vain, if the executive power 
had not been lodged ſomewhere; and where ſo 
likely as ia the great council of che nation, at a 
time when there was no king in Iſrael. 

| 7 | The 


7 Exod, xxii. Lev. xix. 
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The main difficulty is to determine, whether or 


not Jeſus Chriſt was guilty of blaſphemy ; and if 


but a man in all reſpects like ourſelves, there is 
ſomething ſo like it in his conduct and doctrine, 
that it is no wonder they underſtood him as blaſ- 
heming their Gop. Modern Jews may very well 
juſtify the conduct of their fathers, from the writ- 
ings of his immediate diſciples, whom they muſt 
neceflarily conſider as having been trained up in 
blaſphemy, the blame of which they fail not to 
lay upon the maſter himſelf, as their teacher. 
One diſciple aſcribes all the works of creation 
to him, whether of things viſible or inviſible, in 
heaven or on.carth, which is downright falſhood 
and blaſphemy; a robbery committed againſt 
God the FaTrrr, on ſuppoſition, that CHRIST 
himſelf is but a mere creature, who had no ex- 
iſtence for thouſands of years after creation was 
finiſhed. Another diſciple addreſſed him thus, 
« Lord, thou knoweſt all things.” It is in vain 


to alledge, that all things here ought to be un- 


derſtood in a limited ſenſe, and doth not imply 
an aſcription of omniſcience. If that is the ſenſe, 
Why are we not told ſo? Why did not Jeſus cor- 
rect the apoſtles words, leſt they ſhould prove a 


ſtumbling to others? Would not any body take 


Peter to intend nothing leſs than omniſcience in its 
utmoſt latitude, ſeeing the knowledge of the heart 
is one thing evidently referred to. Thou knoweſt 
all things, thou knoweſt hat I love thee, Which 


he could not do without ſearching the heart. 


But I have ſhewn, that he was ſo far from reprov- 


ing Peter for this confeſſion, that he even aſſumes 


this divine prerogative of ſearching the heart to 
himſelf. as Ego a, og: Fo Dot ol 
No leſs than five ron gl ed the revelation 
aſſume the name firſt and the laſt, expreſſive of the 
eternity of the MoST HIGH, Which a mere man could 


wo 
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not do without ſhocking blaſphemy, ſeeing God 
will not give his glory to another, Office and ſta- 
tion will never warrant his aſſumption of titles 
_ peculiar to ſupremacy, if he himſelf be in every 
ſenſe ſubordinate, as you would have him ſuppoſ- 


Ee 
* 


ed, and as the Jews conſidered him. This title, 


the FiRsT and the LAST, being held ſacred to the 


ſupreme BEING, throughout the whole of the 


Jewiſh diſpenſation, and now aſſumed by CHRIST, 
without any reference had to any greater and 
higher than himſelf, convinceth me, that if He 


* 


is but a mere man like ourſelves, he muſt have 
been the moſt notorious blaſphemer that ever ex- 
iſted, and that the Jews are in the right, to deny 


him with a ſcornful rejection. 


But although the manner in which the apoſtles 


ſpeak of their Maſter, and what he ſays of him- 
ſelf in the book of Revelation, may fully juſtify 
the moderns in their rejecting of him, it cannot 
be urged as a plea for the ancient Jews, who cru- 


cified Chriſt before any of thoſe books were writ- 


ten, It may therefore be proper to enquire into 


the grounds of their judgment, and the propriety. 


of their conduct, from the miniſtry of Chriſt him» 


ſelf “. nn 


To enter upon a formal proceſs againſt Jzsus 
or NAZARETH, the idol of the Orthodox, to ſpeak 


in the language of ſome rational divines ; be it ob- 
' ſerved, that the 8 | 


1. Charge againſt him is, * That he being not 


above thirty-three years of age, made the people 
believe that he exiſted before Abraham.” The 
| | EN | wit- 


* I beg my reader never to loſe ſight of our leading ſup- 
poſition, © That Jeſus Chriſt is no more than a man like our- 
ſelves ; one who had no manner of exiſtence prior to his being 
born of the Virgin ;”” for if you loſe fight of this, you will 
take the writer to be either a Jew or a Mohammedan. 
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witneſs againſt him is, John viii. 36. Your fa- 
ther, Abraham, rejoiced to ſee my day, and he 
ſaw it, and was glad. Then faid the Jews unto 
him, thou art not yet fifty years old, and haſt thou 
- ſeen Abraham? Jeſus ſaid unto them, verily, ve- 
rily, 1 ſay unto you, before Abraham was, I an.” 
Your forced expoſition of this paſſage, avails no- 
thing in his defence. That he inſinuated his 'own 
exiſtence being prior to that of Abraham, is clear 
to a demonſtration. And the Jews underſtood 
him according to the plain and obvious meaning 
of his words, therefore took up ſtones to have pu- 
niſhed him for his arrogance in making himſelf 
older, and conſequently greater than their father 
Abraham. If they miſtook him, why did he not 
ſtay and clear up the miſtake, inſtead of hidin 
himſelf, and getting privately away? This 98 
have been charity becoming his pretenſions to be- 
nevolence. But he never attempted in any future 
diſcourſe to ſet them right in this matter, conſe- 
quently we conclude his intent was, that people 
ſhould believe in him as older than Abraham ; this 
1s the leaſt of what is implied in his declaration, 
eſpecially if compared with his behaviour imme- 
diately upon it. 

2. Although he had no exiſtence prior to his 
being born of the Virgin, he endeavoured to make 
the people believe, that he had been in heaven, 
that he came down from heaven, and was made 
| fleſh; all of which tended to make him be thought 

ſomewhat, at leaſt, more than a man like our- 
ſelves. For proof of this charge, ſee John iii. 13. 
« No man hath aſcended up to heaven, but he 
that came down from heaven, even the Son of 
Man who is in heaven.” That nothing ſhort of a 
deſcending from heaven was intended, appears 
from v. 31. He that cometh from above, is 


above 


Do: ad 1 

above all : he that cometh from heaven, is above 
all.” Eſpecially when compared with chap. xvi. 
28. © I came forth from the Father, and am come 
into the world; again I leave the world, and go 
unto the Father.“ If words have any meaning at 
all, Jefus could deſign no leſs than to perſuade the 
people, that heaven was his refidence prior to his 
incarnation; and in this light the apoſtles under- 
ſtood him, for they ſaid, now ſpeakeſt thou 
- plainly, and not in parables.” And Chriſt himſelf 
ſuffers them to continue in that ſame belief, with 
out attempting to convince them that they had 
miſtaken his meaning. And ſuch has been the ef- 
fect of theſe and ſuch like expreſſions of his, re- 
lative to his anti- incarnate ſtate, that all who be- 
lieve the New Teſtament to be the word of God, 
a few Arians and Socinians excepted, have uni- 
formly believed in him as having exiſted from ever- 
laſting. But, 85 Ez 

3. He gave his diſciples room to conſider him 
as omnipreſent, and what is this but robbing the 
DziTty of one of his eſſential perfections. Mat. 
xviii. 20. For where two or three are met together 
in my name, there am I in the midſt of them. It 
will require great addreſs to twiſt this paſſage into 
ke other form, than that of a declaration of per- 
ſonal omnipreſence. 
Believers may be met in his name, at one and 
the ſame time, in every pariſh church and diſſent- 
ing meeting-houſe, in Britain and Ireland, or even 
in Europe, &c. and what leſs than a preſence uni- 
verſally diffuſive, can be adequate to this engage- 
ment. Did it not therefore tend to miſlead his 
followers into a notion, that he could be preſent 
in many places at one and the ſame time. Or in 
other words, that he was poſſeſt of a nature infi- 
nitely ſuperior to mere 3 ? Were we to — 
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the kad of any party, encouraging his diſciples 
to hope for his preſence wherever they ſhould af- 
ſemble, would we not inſtantly conclude, either 


that he is a madman, or a deſigning villain ? By 


parity of reaſon, the Jews had equal ground to be 


" offended with Jzsvs CHRISH for ſuch a manner of 


ſpeaking, on ſuppoſition, that he hath no. perſonal 


title to divine 1 . 


Vet he is ſo far from relinquiſhing his pretenſi- 


e that even after they had puniſhed his blaſ- 


emy with death, and he was riſen from the dead, 
he repeats, the promiſe with very conſiderable ad- 
e Lo I am with you always, even to the 
nd of the world.“ So that there was promiſed 

t 2 the univerſal extent, but the perpetuity 
ns his preſence. It is not my province to enquire, 


what polible ſenſe may be impaſed upon the 


words; the buſineſs of the law, in caſes of high 
treaſon, being only with the obvious meaning of 


. what is ſpoken, and with the intent of the ſpeaker. 


And ſurely it 91 require great art, to exculpate 
sus from the charge — making his diſciples 
believe him to be every where preſent. There- 
fore, though ſhocking to ſpeak it, the Jews did 
— in putting him to death for ee the Dei- 
Let the 

5 4 Charge is ſtill more groſs, more highly ag- 
gravated than the former, for not content with 
diſtant alluſions, he openly avows an equality with 
the Father, 1 and THE FATHER ARE Ons.” This 
1 noted before, as an inſtance of the ambiguity - 
of his ſtile in preaching ; now I conſidered it as a 
charge of blaſphemy which the 2 had againſt 
him, and which undoubtedly was ſuch in the highh- 
eſt degree. My Father is greater than all, he ſays, 
age then adds, J and F acher are One“ If he. 


meant 
The word my! is 2 ſupplement. | 


[ 101 7} i 
meant no more than, that he and the Father were 
One in will and deſign, might not the expletive 
eaſily have been added? How can he be juſtified. 
in provoking the Jews, by uling terms capable of 
being received in the moſt abſolute ſenſe, without 
| — to explain his meaning? He — 
s the propriety of his aſſertion, and for pr 

ad hices his unparalleled works. So that, confiſt- 
thy with found reaſoning, they could not have un- 
derſtood him otherwiſe than as making himſelf 
God. If it is replied in a way of excufe for him, 
<«<"that in other places he expreſsly ſays, my Fa- 
ther is greater than I.“ The Jew may very juſtly 
retort upon us. A ſorry eonfeſſion, indeed for 

a man who is but of yeſterday, to confeſs barely, 

than God is greater than him.“ Might you or F 
uſe even this expreſſion, think you, conſiſtently 
with a ſenſe of the diſtance between the creature” 
and the infinite Creator. 

But Jefus ſeems even to have perſbadd his dif 
ciples to believe in him, as identically the fame 
with the Father, in reſpe& to Eſſence. What leſs 
can be underſtood by what he fays-to Philip 
John xiv. 8, 9, 10. Lord ſhew us the Father, 
and it fufficeth us? Jeſus faith unto him, have I 
been ſo long with you, and yet haſt thou not known 
ME Philip. He that hath feen ME, hath feen the 
FATHER 5 and how ſayeſt thou, ſhew us the Fa- 
' THER? Surely no man could underſtand him as de- 
ſigning otherwiſe, than to repreſent himſelf as 
effentially 'Onz with the Fararr; which, for a 
mere man to do, is the moſt ſhocking of all blaſ- 
phemy; and he that would do ſo, was undoubt- 
edly worthy of death, the law of the” Lord hav- 
ing denounced the ſentence. | 

But that is not all, for he even ſuffered himſelf 

" de r and neuer reproved any vor- 
| ” ſhipper, 


Load 
ſhipper, for ſhewing him too much reſpect, which 
may ſerve as a „%%% rr 
5. Charge againſt bim in the eye of a Jew. 
You, indeed, have laboured to exculpate him 
from this charge; and have reduced this worſhip 
to ſuch a ſtate, as to mean no more than a fine 
bow or a curtſie means with us. ee e 
But, Sir, it is written, thou ſhalt worſhip the 
Lord thy God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. Is 
worſhip here the ſame with what was paid to Je- 
_ Tus? If different, from whence do you gather your 
evidence? From the difference of expreſſion, or 
otherwiſe ?, Not from the difference of expreſſion. 
| "Therefore produce your warrant ? Otherwiſe we 
ſhall ſtill think, that ſuffering himſelf to be wor- 
\ ſhipped, was a crime worthy of death. Surely, 
no man can eaſily miſunderſtznd Thomas the 
apoſtle in his addreſs to Jeſus, My Loxp, and 
My Gop;” which addreſs was no way offenſive, 
_ conſequently Chriſt never reproves him, much leſs 
attempts to rectify his miſtake. 5 
How different was Mohammed's behaviour on 
a ſimilar occaſion, according to the teſtimony of 
[ Beidawi. Two Jewiſh Chriſtians, named Abu 
eafe al Koradhi, and Al Seyid al Najräͤni, came 
to Mohammed, and offered to worſhip him, and 
acknowledge him for their Lord : to which that 
zealous prophet anſwered, ** God forbid, that we 
ſhould worſhip any beſides Gov.” So far, indeed, 
was he from receiving worſhip, that he is ſaid to 
have confeſſed himſelf a ſinner, and to have aſked 
pardon an hundred times a day, if his commenta- 
tors deſerve any credit. 5 ä 
Theſe * being ſummoned up in one, after 
the manner of Britiſh judges in their charge to the 
jury, would not any twelve men have brought him 
in guilty ; cogſequently the Jews and Apr 


1 
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e, 
Pilate, did nothing but an act of juſtice in put- 
ting him to death, in that open ignominious man- 


ner recorded in the ſacred Scriptures. 


| From all that has been ſaid, it is clear, that the 
advantage is greatly on the fide of the Mohamme- 

dan religion, and that its abettors have fewer dif- 
ficulties to ſurmount, than thoſe who glory in the 
name of rational Chriſtians. But who may, at 
the ſame time, be treated as the moſt abſurd of 
all enthuſiaſts; whilſt the Trinitarians have the fe- 
licity of acting in a conſiſtency with themſelves as 
men of faith and religion, as well as with the dic- 
tates of revelation. e e 

As it is a matter of no moment at all, whether 
Socinianiſm, or the religion of Mohammed pre- 
yall, neither of them having the leaſt connection 
with real Chriſtianity, which is the only religion 
taught in the wox p or Gop, I ſhall ſum up, in 
one point of view, the reaſoning of this and the 
former letters. | | 

I have ſhewn, and perhaps with as much force 
of argument, as you may heartily approve, that 
there is the moſt perfect agreement between the 
prophet Mohammed and yourſelf, reſpecting the 
doctrine of the Ones Gop, and that of the TRI- 
NITY, and it will be very difficult to determine, 
whether you, or that Arabian, expreſſes moſt ab- 
horrence of the Txiniry. So that whether there 
be THREE that bear record in heaven or not, it is 
certain there are Two Men who bear the ſame teſ- 
timony againſt that record. | 

Further, that there is the moſt perfect harmony 
between Mohammed and you, reſpecting the 
perſon of Jeſus, as but a man like yourſelves— 
alſo in regard to his miſſion, as a prophet or a 
teacher ſent from God. So that how irrational ſo- 
ever you may deem the Orthodox, that prophet 
was at leaſt as intelligent as yourſelf, 


I have 
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1 haye ſhewn, that if your doctrine be true, 
Mohammed was a more conſiſtent prophet than 
David, Iſaiah, and the reſt of the Old Teſtament 
ophets That he was even a better preacher than 
Chriſt and all his apoſtles That he was more ten- 
der of the Divine character, and more zealous for 
the glory of God, than all the prophets; than 
Chriſt and all his apoſtles, conſequently, that he 
gave better proof of the divinity of his miſſion, 
than Jeſus gave of his.—I have even ſhewn, that 
were your doctrine that of the Goſpel, the world 
has received more extenſive and more laſting ad- 
vantages from Mohammed, than from all that Je» 
ſus Chriſt hath done and ſuffered. And to cloſe 
the whole, I have demonſtrated, that if the Lord 
Jeſus be but a mere man like ourſelves, he was an 
arrant impoſtor, a notorious blaſphemer, and as 
ſuch, moſt juſtly condemned by the Jewiſn Sanhe- 
drim, and ſtill rejected by their offspring. | 
Theſe concluſions, Sir, dreadful as they are, 
naturally reſult from your ſcheme of doctrine. 
And is this what is obtruded upon us, under the 
- Character of rational religion? Boaſt no more, 
Sir, of your ſuperior reaſon, till you have rejected 
a ſcheme laden with ſuch abſurdity, To become 
Mohammedans at once, would be acting with 
propriety, for then you would have a conſiſtent 
ſyſtem, as to the point before us; but your pre- 
t motley, heterogeneous, perplexed ſyſtem, has, 
it is to be hoped, a natural, a neceſſary tendency 
to diſſolution. Remember, however, that theſe 
things are not to be trifled with. And permit me 
to ſubſcribe myſelf, | 9 0 7% 


REVEREND SIR, 
Your humble Servant, 
J. MACGOWAN. 
F. 8. 
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P. S. I am not at all ſolicitous about the time 
or manner of your anſwer, but ſhall conſider my- 
ſelf at liberty to reſume my pen, when any freſh at- | 
tack is made on the doctrine of Chriſt's proper | 
Divinity, becauſe if that falls, my hope muſt pe- 
riſh forever. 1 

N. B. Thoſe who have time and. inclination to 
conſider the other articles treated of In your appeal, 
will find every one of them equally big with ab⸗ 

{urdity. %%% 8 
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Note, All the quotations from the Kor an, are | 
from the octavo edit. printed in 1764. ; 

The quotations from the AyPx ar, from edit. 2, 
with improvements, 1771, without a bookſeller's 
Name, | 
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ED. A SERMON on 1 John i. 7. Occa- 
Fe +... by the Death of Mrs. Elizabeth n 
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A LOOKING GLASS for the. Profeſſors of 
Religion. Conſiſting of Seven TraQts on Practi- 
cal Subjects. 

I. A ROD for the SLUGGARD, or c the” EF 
Evil of Idleneſs repreſented. | 5 
II. The Changes of EFHRAIM, or hs Backs 
ſhider's Warning. 

HI. A Caution to DRUNKARDS, or the Sin 
of Intemperance cenſured. 

IV. The CANKER WORM, or the Gourd of 
Creature Comfort withered. 

V. JOSHUA's PIOUS RESOLUTION, or 

the Duties of F amily . and Hoyſhold Go- 

vernment enforced. 

VI. PEREZ-UZZAH, or the Dialer of Diſ- 


cord conſidered. 
VII. Some Thoughts on occaſional 8 


2. THE LIFE OF JOSEPH, the Son of Iſrael, 
in Eight Books, Deſigned chiefly for the Uſe of 

Youth. Price 28. 6d. ſewed. 

23. DEATH, A VISION: Or, the Solemn De- 

parture of Saints and Sinners, repreſented undeg 

the Similitude of a Dream. Price 2s. ſewed. 


4. FAMILIAR EPISTLES to the Rev. Dr. 
 PrIESTLEY, of Leeds, in Yorkſhire, Price 18. 6d. 


5. The 
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